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ABSTRACT 
THREE DECADES OF STRUGGLE: 
THE UNIVERSITY OF ELSALVADOR 1960-1990 
MAY 1992 
NANCY RIOS 
B.A., M.A, ED.D., UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS 
Directed by: Professor Robert R. Wellman 
During the 1960s, the University of Salvador (UES) was 
a normally functioning university, graduating thousands of 
professionals to feed El Salvador*s rapidly-growing economy. 
By the end of 1980s the school had become a battleground. 
Almost every day student protests took place. Army troops 
surrounded the school on several occasions. Within the 
University itself rival groups struggled for control. How 
and why did this happen? 
The purpose of this study is to investigate how the 
University of El Salvador struggled to accomplish its 
educational mission in midst of the political and economic 
crisis that overwhelmed El Salvador during the last three 
decades. 
Essentially, I am concerned with the unwritten history 
of the UES. To accomplish this, I am relying to large 
extent on primary sources. These include interviews with 
members from the inside and outside the university 
vi 
community, including those living outside the country; 
periodicals available in El Salvador; and Salvadoran 
newspapers available on microfilm here in the U.S. 
The situation of the UES is a complex one that needs to 
be analyzed from a number of different perspectives. My 
study will help us to better understand the pressures that 
face a university under critical conditions. Its findings 
will help us to comprehend not only the situation of the UES 
but also that of other universities in Latin America. 
• • 
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CHAPTER 1 
INTRODUCTION 
Introduction of Study 
During the 1960s, the University of El Salvador (UES) 
was a normally functioning university, graduating thousands 
of professionals to feed El Salvador's rapidly-growing 
economy. Today, it has become a battleground. Almost every 
day student protests take place. Army troops surround the 
school, and their presence exemplifies a history of military 
intervention. Within the University itself, rival groups 
struggle for control. How and why has this happened? 
There are strong forces threatening the present status 
of the UES. On the one hand, the Salvadoran government 
accuses the UES of protecting leftist insurgents who wish to 
overthrow the present regime. As a result, the government 
has struck out against the UES through budget cuts, changes 
in higher education laws and interventions by military 
forces. 
On the other hand, internal divisions also plague the 
UES. The school has become the subject of major criticism 
by a group called Pro-Rescate de la UES (Pro-Rescue of the 
UES), made up of ex-employees of the University. They 
charge that the University administration has illegally 
usurped authority and that the school's officials force 
employees to participate in anti-government demonstrations. 
Despite government attacks and internal division, the 
University of El Salvador keeps functioning. Unfortunately, 
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it has been hard for the school to maintain its academic 
standards. Lack of equipment and educational materials, 
student desertion, the destruction of the campus, and 
unqualified faculty are problems that the UES has been 
trying to overcome. The UES, however, cannot be viewed in 
isolation. Its crisis is only part of a larger, more 
general crisis that wracks Salvadoran society. 
El Salvador is one of the poorest countries in Latin 
America. It has a long history of inequality and political 
violence. Furthermore, the economy has been devastated by a 
civil war which has raged for the last ten years. The vast 
majority of the people in the country have been affected by 
this crisis. The financial costs of the war have been 
incalculable. Because of the country's critical situation, 
the current government, ARENA (the National Republican 
Alliance) has been forced to seek negotiations with leftist 
insurgents, the Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front 
(FMLN), which seeks to change El Salvador through 
revolution. The war, as well as the economic crisis, has 
affected all aspects of Salvadoran society. The educational 
system as a whole has deteriorated drastically. My study 
specifically deals with the effects that this combined 
political and economic crisis has had on the University of 
El Salvador. 
3 
Purpose of Study 
The purpose of this dissertation is to investigate how 
the University of El Salvador struggles to accomplish its 
educational mission amidst the political and economic crisis 
that has overwhelmed El Salvador since 1960. This study 
focuses on the period from 1960 through 1990. In order to 
understand the present situation of the University of El 
Salvador, I will first review the history of the institution 
from its founding in the 19th century up to the present, 
setting it within the larger context of El Salvadoran 
history and the development of the country's intellectual 
life and educational institutions. 
This historical survey will assist in understanding why 
the University of El Salvador has become a target of 
government and military forces as well as the relationship 
between the UES' administration and the FMLN. More 
generally, it will set the stage for the question of whether 
a university, an institution dedicated to fostering free and 
independent thinking, can truly survive and carry out its 
mission in the context of a violent civil war like the one 
which grips El Salvador. 
The study considers issues such as the following: 
Can the UES contribute to the solution of El Salvador's 
political problems? 
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Since U.S. policy has been ostensibly dedicated to 
building democracy in El Salvador, what if anything should 
the U.S. be doing in relation to the University? 
So far, the U.S. has been hostile to the UES.1 Should 
this be so? 
Significance of Study 
The literature available on El Salvador has grown 
explosively in recent years. On one hand, this interest is 
welcome. On the other, many recent works on the country are 
crisis-oriented and highly polarized politically. 
Despite this recent attention, there is still no 
research that deals specifically with the university as it 
has adapted to and been changed by an ongoing political 
crisis. My work contributes to the understanding of one 
university in Latin America that has been transformed by a 
long-term national crisis. I also explore to what degree 
the UES has been able to fulfill its academic mission. This 
xPatricia Butenis,Country Officer for El Salvador, Office 
of Central American Affairs. Letter to Chester Wickwire, 
Chaplin Emeritus, Johns Hopkins University, 7 February 1989; 
Edward J. Fox, Assistant Secretary Legislative Affairs, United 
States Department of State. Letter to Nancy Pelosi, Member, 
U.S. House Representatives; Nancy Pelosi, letter to George 
Shultz, Secretary of State, 12 September 1988; Chester 
Wickwire, "The University that Refuses to Die.” The Evening 
Sun. Baltimore, 10 May 1989, p. A19. The above references are 
part of Chester Wickwire's collection. Hereafter cited as 
Wickwire's correspondences. 
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research might help us to understand not only more about El 
Salvador but also the situation of other universities in 
Latin America which sometimes face similar dilemmas in their 
country's history. 
One particular strength of this study is that I enjoyed 
good contacts with the different sides involved in this 
struggle. My contacts at the UES ranged across the 
political spectrum, from those in the recent, pro-FMLN 
administration to members of the right-wing Pro-Rescate 
group who are in exile or in hiding. 
Two examples from my research exemplify these diverse 
opinions. In an interview with Fabio Castillo a former 
Rector2 of the UES during the 1960s, I heard him criticize 
the recent UES authorities for abandoning their academic 
responsibilities by becoming too involved in politics. 
Castillo argued that the focus of the University should be 
to educate its students and to provide support for the 
faculty instead of requesting their participation in anti¬ 
government demonstrations. In contrast, another former 
Rector, Rafael Menjivar,3 from the 1970s defends recent UES 
2Personal interview with Fabio Castillo on 8 and 25 July 
1990, San Jose, Costa Rica. 
3Personal interview with Rafael Menjivar on 6 July 1990, 
San Jose, Costa Rica. 
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authorities and accuses the government and the military of 
violating the UES's right to autonomy, as guaranteed by 
Salvadoran law. 
The study also helps to promote a better understanding 
of the history of the UES. There has not been any study 
done that focuses on the struggle that the university 
community in El Salvador has faced over the last three 
decades. The UES has not only resisted the government's 
pressures and military attacks but has also had to endure an 
internal war. Many workers and students have condemned the 
University for the political role it plays in the society. 
Several employees have been fired for refusing to 
participate in anti-government demonstrations.4 Most of the 
literature that I have found at the UES has been written and 
published by members of the University. These materials 
include periodicals, magazines and booklets available to the 
student community. These materials are abundant, but since 
they are often written in a very partisan way, they need 
further analysis. 
Design of Study 
Essentially, I am concerned with the unwritten history 
of the University of El Salvador. To accomplish this, I 
collected data from several sources: interviews with present 
4Personal interview with Antonio Meledez, former employee 
of the UES, 21 November 1989. 
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and former UES faculty, students and staff,5 the former 
U.S. Embassador to El Salvador, and Salvadoran military 
personnel; periodicals available in El Salvador; Salvadoran 
newspapers available on microfilm here in the U.S.; and 
Costa Rican newspapers and magazines. The University of 
Central America possessed some relevant periodicals as well 
as articles written by the Jesuit priests criticizing the 
government's actions against the UES. These have been of 
great value in my study. 
The situation of the UES is a complex one that needs to 
be analyzed from a number of different perspectives. My 
study will help us to understand better the pressures that 
face a Central American university under critical 
conditions. Its findings will help us to comprehend not 
only the situation of the UES but also that of other 
universities in Latin America. 
The following chapters discuss in detail the 
vicissitudes of the University of El Salvador. The second 
chapter examines the history of the University since its 
foundation up to 1960. Chapters Three through Five trace 
the course of the University's struggles for the last three 
decades. To understand better the history of the University 
of El Salvador, each chapter analyzes a single decade in its 
recent history. 
because of the political crisis in El Salvador the names 
of some interviewees (as reguested) will be kept confidential 
throughout this study. 
CHAPTER 2 
HISTORICAL INTRODUCTION TO 1960 
The following summary reviews the role that the 
University of El Salvador (UES) has played in the history 
of that country. First, the historical relationship between 
the government and the University is discussed. Then, the 
current situation of the University is analyzed in regard to 
UES's role in promoting the development of a democratic 
society in El Salvador. Finally, the survival of the 
University of El Salvador is examined, taking into 
consideration the commitment of students, faculty, staff, 
and community in their efforts to keep this institution 
alive. 
An Independent Republic 
In 1821, El Salvador became independent from Spain 
after more than three centuries of colonialism. In 1823, 
the country joined the United Provinces of Central America 
(Honduras, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and El 
Salvador) also known as the Federal Republic of Central 
America. This federation was created to prevent a Mexican 
invasion. The central government of the federation was 
located in Guatemala. Due to power struggles among its 
9 
different leaders, the association of Central American 
states lasted only fifteen years1 
In 1838, the Federal Republic of Central America 
divided into five separate countries: Nicaragua, Honduras, 
Costa Rica, Guatemala, and El Salvador.2 During that 
period, El Salvador entered an era of development through 
the coffee industry. The rapid growth of this business 
during the 1840s changed the attitudes of rich landowners 
who, after learning about the profit they could gain from 
exporting coffee, began to take over peasant funds and force 
small independent growers to work for them. Because the 
government perceived coffee to be one of the major sources 
of wealth for the country, it began encouraging people to 
cultivate it by granting land and distributing coffee seeds 
free of charge. Landowners who refused to plant the 
precious bean were fined.3 
Relations between the Salvadoran elite and their 
counterparts from Europe and the United States increased. 
The Salvadoran elite are also known as the "14 families." 
Though the number itself is not accurate, it indicates that 
Tommie Sue Montgomery, "The Church," Revolution in El 
Salvador. (Boulder, Colo.: Westview Press, 1982), p. 39. 
2Roque Dalton, "De la Federacion Centroamericana a la 
Republica," El Salvador (Monoarafia) (San Salvador: Editorial 
Universitaria, 1979), p. 69. 
3For the economic history of this period, consult J. 
Alastir White, El Salvador (Boulder, Colo.: Westview Press, 
1982), p. 80; Thomas P. Anderson, Politics in Central America 
(New York: Praeger, 1988), pp. 73-74. 
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a small group owns 60 percent of the land in El Salvador. 
The oligarchy is composed of 2 percent of the Salvadoran 
population. Its members tend to be ethnically European.4 
This small group of families has dominated the country since 
the colonial period.5 
In the 19th century as part of their efforts to develop 
their country, El Salvador's leaders invested heavily in a 
"modern" educational system. The members of the elite 
wanted to promote education for three reasons. At one 
level, the emphasis on education represented their attempt 
to "catch up" to more developed European countries. At 
another level, they wanted to create a university to provide 
technical and scientific training to professionals who would 
carry out El Salvador's development. Finally, and perhaps 
most importantly, the university was part of what one 
scholar has called an "intellectual infrastructure" designed 
to justify the capitalist revolution then sweeping El 
Salvador.6 
“Anderson, Politics in Central America, p. 74. 
50f course, there have been additions to the oligarchy 
through immigration; but the country's unequal social 
structure has remained basically similar. 
6E. Bradford Burns, "Intellectual Infrastructure in El 
Salvador, "The Americas. Vol. 41 (1984-85), p. 59. 
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1840-1900: The Growth of the Economic and 
Educational Systems 
Due to the success of the coffee industry, El Salvador went 
through a period of rapid economic transformation. As a 
result, the elite decided to develop an intellectual 
infrastructure that would serve as the main base of 
instruction for the children of those holding the power and 
at the same time would satisfy the educational needs of the 
intellectuals of El Salvador. Many of these people were 
already influenced by European ideas. 
The University of El Salvador was founded in 1841 in 
the capital city of San Salvador as a state-funded 
institution. Even though Salvadoran intellectuals wanted a 
secular university, the UES, like all the other Central 
American universities of its type, had a Catholic 
foundation. So strong was the influence of the Church that 
at its beginning two thirds of the University faculty was 
composed of clerics.7 Despite the fact that the University 
was created as an independent institution, the government as 
well as the Church possessed decision-making power in regard 
to University policies. 
Even though the UES was founded in 1841, it was not 
until 1847 that it began to function. 1847 saw the creation 
of a General Assembly of Academics, a Council Board and a 
7Rafael Duran Barraza, "Perfil Historico de la 
Autonomia," La Universidad (San Salvador: Editorial 
Universitaria, 16 February 1986), p. 8. 
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Treasurer's position. These three branches represented the 
government of the University. Their function was to make 
decisions regarding any concerns affecting the school. 
Despite this, the central government kept its influence in 
the decision-making process. 
In effect, this meant that the then president, General 
Geraldo Barrios, would choose who would administer the 
University. He was one of the few government officials who 
wanted to reform the country's educational system, 
specifically the University's. During the 1850s and 60s 
conservatives and clerics controlled the University. The 
University also became a political battleground for Liberals 
and Conservatives. The Conservatives and the Liberals were 
the first two political parties to be formed in El Salvador. 
The Conservatives were aristocrats and allies of the church, 
while the Liberals favored capitalism and wanted the 
separation of the government from the church. Barrios 
particularly criticized the guild of lawyers in the UES whom 
he called the ”bad seeds of the society.”8 Barrios himself 
was a progressive liberal who took power through a coup. 
Not only did he change the educational system at all 
levels,9 he also reorganized the military and promoted El 
8Rafael Duran Barraza, "Perfil Historico de la 
Autonomia,” La Universidad p.9. 
’Barrios' concern regarding the educational system 
encouraged him to bring teachers from European countries to 
teach at the University. 
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Salvador's foreign trade. Barrios held power for only 4 
years. He was defeated by the Guatemalan leader, Rafael 
Carrera, in 1863 and was executed two years later.10 
Between 1841 and 1900 the University lost and gained 
its autonomy at least five times. Changes in government 
leadership were the main causes of these continuous shifts. 
In addition, in 1856 and 1872 two major earthquakes 
destroyed the UES's physical plant completely. Despite all 
of the difficulties, the intellectuals of El Salvador helped 
this institution to become one of the most recognized 
Universities in Latin America. It had a well equipped 
library which included books from all over the world. Most 
of these were based on philosophies which originated in 
Europe, "Positivism (order and progress) and Modernism 
(vision of how things should be done)." These philosophies 
benefitted the oligarchy more than any other class. The 
fortune that this small group was making through the coffee 
industry allowed them to live in luxury and to become well 
educated. 
In 1875 La Universidad was created. This was a 
scholarly periodical published by the University Press. 
This was one of the principal means of communication between 
academics. 
10Dalton, El Salvador (Monocrrafia) p. 78; Rafael Duran 
Barraza, "Perfil Historico de la Autonomia," p. 9. 
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The University was run by the members of the elite and 
was under the influence of the Church. Consequently, it did 
not provide education to all Salvadorans. Only those who 
could afford to pay could become educated. According to 
noted Latin American historian E. Bradford Burns, Salvadoran 
intellectuals constituted, 
"An educated elite who dealt in some way 
with ideas... [They] were the teachers, 
doctors, and lawyers,... bureaucrats, as 
well as some military officers, 
merchants, and priests ... [They] 
engaged in political, economic, and 
literary conversations, read European 
authors, exposed themselves to the 
thoughts emanating from Europe, and 
concerned themselves with the world 
around them."11 
At the end of the century new intellectual currents 
swept through the University. An organization called La 
Juventud began to encourage young poets to join this group 
whose base was Modernism, a radical line of thought12. One 
of its members was Ruben Dario, a Nicaraguan poet. In 1883, 
Ruben Dario gave a speech in San Salvador in which he 
criticized the intellectuals of El Salvador for abandoning 
their own culture. 
1XE. Bradford Burns, "Intellectual Infrastructure in El 
Salvador," p. 61. 
12For Salvadorans, Modernism represented the search for 
their own identity through poetry. Many of the young 
intellectuals began to write radical poetry. They no longer 
wanted to import someone else's culture. E. Bradford Burns. 
"Intellectual Infrastructure in El Salvador" p. 83. 
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In 1898, as part of the discontent that many people 
were experiencing, two students wrote various articles in 
the students' newspaper against Rafael Antonio Gutierrez, 
then President of El Salvador. As a result, Gutierrez 
changed the University regulations in a way that prohibited 
the students from writing against university superiors. The 
administration then expelled the two students, which 
provoked a revolt from the student body. Following this 
incident, on 26 May 1898 the students took over the 
University, founding the Free University of El Salvador. 
This situation lasted five and a half months, until the 
government closed the institution to teach the students a 
lesson.13 
1900 - 1921: Stirrings of Rebellion at the UES 
The students' discontent with the government and the 
administration of the National University increased during 
this period. In 1903 a student rebellion provoked the 
closure of the University until 1909.14 Then, with the 
conclusion of World War I, worker organizations and student 
revolts took place in San Salvador and in some parts of the 
countryside, most of them influenced by leftist groups that 
developed to protest the country's economic situation. 
13Rafael Duran Barraza, "Perfil Historico de la 
Autonomia,” p. 13. 
14Clarisa Reyes de Cornejo, 
Universidad. 16 February 1986, p.20. 
"Los Rectores,” La 
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The most significant and historical event in the 
history of Latin American student resistance took place on 
15 June 1918 at the University of Cordoba, Argentina. Since 
March of that year, Argentine students had been requesting 
that the University reform its statutes. The students made 
a petition to the government to elect a new administration 
for the school. The government capitulated and called for an 
election in which a new rector and vice-rector would be 
elected. The students were assured that their candidates 
would win. But the opposition put pressure on the voters, 
the school's professors, by threatening their families. 
Consequently, the pro-reform candidates lost. The students 
felt betrayed. They reacted violently, taking over the 
assembly room where the elections were held and destroying 
everything, including pictures of monks who were former 
administrators. In the same room the students declared a 
general strike, closing the University. They began to 
organize all the unions and opposition parties in the 
country, creating a worker-student solidarity movement. 
The student activities were so powerful that they 
finally took over the University. They nominated three 
deans who became acting administrators. They reopened the 
institution and invited the community to the inauguration of 
the classes. They designated professors, advisors and staff 
to work within the different departments. The government 
reacted by sending the army and the police to occupy the 
17 
campus. Eighty-three students were arrested. As a result, 
a new statute was proposed in which the Directive Council 
would designate its member through an assembly with equal 
numbers of professors and students.15 The students achieved 
their goal. They became part of the decision-making process 
at the University. 
This student victory inspired student movements 
throughout Latin America. At the University of Cordoba the 
students published a declaration stating their rebellion 
against the regime.16 The students then presented the 
principles of their reform. Their program requested the 
participation of the students in the university's 
government, autonomy for the university, and the freedom to 
assist in teaching classes.17 The success of these 
students opened the doors to removing both government and 
Church control over higher education. For the first time, 
students and faculty obtained the right to participate in 
15Secretaria de Comunicaciones, "Las Libertades que 
Faltan," Asuntos Universitarios (San Salvador: Universidad de 
El Salvador, 1987), pp. 1-25. 
16The student revolt in the University of Cordoba 
initiated the reform for all Latin American universities. For 
more information about this topic, consult Oscar Troncoso, La 
rebelion estudiantil en la sociedad de posguerra (Buenos 
Aires: Centro Editor de America Latina, 1973). 
170scar Troncoso, La rebelion estudiantil en la sociedad 
de posguerra. p. 11. 
18 
the decision-making process. Thus, "The first free 
university in America, and probably in the world was 
born"18 
Meanwhile, similar protests in El Salvador took place 
at this time. Students, inspired by Argentina's movement, 
began demanding the right to participate in the decision¬ 
making process. During February 1920 a group of Salvadoran 
students was arrested for taking part in a demonstration 
against the governments of Guatemala and El Salvador. Among 
those arrested was Farabundo Marti, a young Salvadoran who 
was inspired by Hegel's and Marx's ideas. Marti, the son of 
a modest landholder had entered the UES in 1914 to pursue a 
law degree. Marti's political interest began when a group 
of radical students from Mexico came to the UES around 1918 
to promote the philosophies of the Mexican Revolution.19 
Marti never received his degree because he was exiled for 
his political activities. 
1921-1932: Toward Revolution 
As a result of the student revolt of 1918 at the 
University of Cordoba, the First International Congress of 
Students was celebrated in Mexico in 1921. There, the 
18Secretaria de Comunicaciones, Asuntos Universitarios, 
p. 15. 
19Thomas P. Anderson, Matanza. El Salvador—Communist 
Revolt of 1932 (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1971), 
p. 32. 
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International Federation of Students was born. This 
Congress approved the fundamental principles of the Reform 
that had been developed at University of Cordoba in 
Argentina. 
In 1925 a communist student movement, organized by 
Farabundo Marti, began at the University of El Salvador. 
Marti became associated with the Federation of Salvadoran 
Workers, a very active organization whose major focus was to 
educate the Salvadoran masses about the political and 
economic disadvantages that many Salvadorans endured. 
Through those actions Marti became an important leftist 
political figure in El Salvador. Most of his followers were 
students and workers. Under Marti's direction many students 
went into the countryside and began to politicize the 
peasants. Because of Marti's subversive activities he was 
wanted by the government. In 1927, Marti was captured under 
the order of then President Pio Romero Bosque. Marti later 
went on a hunger strike, and with the help of the General 
Student Association of the University of El Salvador 
(AGEUS), he was freed.20 
AGEUS had been founded at the beginning of 1927. Its 
focus was to represent the students at the University. Many 
of AGEUS's members were leftists who were dissatisfied with 
2°Montgomery, Revolution in EL Salvador, p. 51. 
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the economic and political situation of El Salvador. Their 
ideas were not based on Marxism as were Marti's, however.21 
Despite the fact that Marti left the country in 1929, 
the movement he helped to lead continued.22 The workers 
kept organizing and the students continued to educate the 
rural people. During the periods that Marti was out of the 
country, he visited New York, Mexico, Cuba, Jamaica, 
Guatemala and Nicaragua, where he joined Augusto Sandino in 
his struggle against the U. S. Marines in 19 2 8.23 Marti 
returned to El Salvador in June of 1930 an experienced 
revolutionary, and resumed his anti-government 
activities. 
In 1931, Dr. Arturo Araujo won the first free 
presidential election in El Salvador's history. But his 
government did not last very long because he represented the 
victory of the labor movement (composed of the lower and 
middle classes) over the elite. Araujo wanted to carry out 
tax reform and reduce the military budget. In December, 
1931, Araujo was overthrown by General Maximiliano Hernandez 
Martinez. 
21There is misconception that many Latin Americans' ideas 
are founded in Marxism. This is not true for all leftist 
groups. Most of them are just against a given regime or 
dictator, in this case the oligarchy. 
22White, El Salvador p. 97. 
23Information about Marti's adventures as an exile can be 
read in the following books; Anderson, Matanza and in Jose 
Arias Gomez, Farabundo Marti. (San Jose, Costa Rica: Editorial 
Universitaria Centroamericana (EDUCA), 1972). 
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By 1932, the labor movement led by Marti had become a 
very strong force and was preparing to launch an insurrec¬ 
tion against the military government. Maximiliano Hernandez 
learned of the planned uprising and imprisoned Marti and 
some of his associates. On 22 January 1932 the insurrection 
took place but the government was prepared to smash it. At 
least 30,000 people were killed by the military. This event 
is known as La Matanza ("the Massacre”).24 Marti and two 
other backers of the insurrection were executed on 1 
February 1932. The two were the leaders of the Communist 
movement. One of them, Alfonso Luna, was a student from 
the University of El Salvador and the director of "The Red 
Star” a leftist newspaper, and two other UES periodicals.25 
As a conseguence of La Matanza, the military and the 
oligarchy formed an alliance to protect the country from 
communist forces. This affiliation has lasted up to the 
present time. Maximiliano Hernandez remained in power until 
1944. In order to preserve their own lives, many students 
as well as professors from the University left the country. 
24La Matanza (the massacre) was ordered by Maximiliano 
Hernandez as a way to destroy the communists. Thousand of 
innocent people were killed, see Thomas Anderson, La Matanza; 
Arias Gomez, Farabundo Marti? Rogue Dalton, Miguel_Marmol, 
trans. Kathleen Ross and Richard Schaaf (Connecticut, 
Curbstone Press, 1987). Miguel Marmol was one of Marti's 
associate who escaped alive. 
25Arias Gomez, Farabundo Marti, p. 71. 
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1944-1960: Surviving Political and Natural Disasters 
In 1938, Hernandez Martinez suspended the autonomy26 of the 
UES in order to stop students political activities. As a 
result of the drastic measures taken by the government, the 
Rector of the University resigned. Students began 
demonstrating and circulating propaganda against the 
President. Hernandez Martinez wanted to remain in power but 
opposition against his Presidency broadened to all sectors 
of the Salvadoran society. According to the Constitution, 
he could not run in 1940 after serving five terms. In 1939, 
he amended the Constitution so that he could run for his 
sixth term. The whole country reacted by organizing strikes 
and marches throughout the country. In 1944, he was ousted 
from power. The UES students played an important role in 
defeating Maximiliano Hernandez Martinez. For example, they 
organized the majority of the demonstrations against his 
government.27 
Not until 1950 did the University officially achieve 
the autonomy that it possesses today. After a century-long 
struggle, on 7 September 1950, "The University of El 
Salvador became autonomous in educational, administrative. 
26The University's autonomy had not been granted 
officially yet. But the UES administration, faculty and 
students assumed that the UES was autonomous in all aspects. 
27Patricia Parkman, Nonviolent Insurrection in El 
Salvador. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1988), pp. 34- 
36. 
and economic aspects...." through a constitutional 
amendment. Furthermore, the University was also directed 
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"to pay attention to social services."28 Despite autonomy, 
the UES has been vulnerable to military interventions and 
government pressure. 
The next chapter examines in detail the achievements 
and struggles of the University of El Salvador during the 
1960s. 
2®This was stated on Article 205 of the Political 
Constitution. Rafael Duran Barraza, La Universidad, February 
1986, p. 15. 
CHAPTER 3 
DECADE OF THE 1960s 
Introduction 
The University of El Salvador experienced many ups and 
downs during the decade from 1960-1970. Many sectors of 
society began to show their discontent against the Jose 
Maria Lemus government. One of the most outspoken groups 
came from the University of El Salvador. Students organized 
marches against the Lemus government almost daily. 
Consequently, in 1960 the National Guard and the Treasury 
Police intervened in the University of El Salvador. The 
assault on the UES was condemned by all sectors of the 
Salvadoran society. Popular discontent continued, and in 
October of 1960, a coup by a military-civilian group ousted 
the Lemus government. 
During this decade, El Salvador as well as Central 
America entered a decade of new political and economic 
change. The U.S. President John F. Kennedy proposed the 
Alliance for Progress, which began to fuel the rapid growth 
of El Salvador's economy. The political and economic 
progress evolving in El Salvador needed the support of the 
elite, peasantry and professionals. Many saw this as an 
opportunity to propose an agrarian reform. 
Meanwhile, the UES under the direction of Fabio 
Castillo, one of the most outspoken opponents of the 
government, became one of the most highly regarded 
institutions of higher education in Latin America. 
25 
However, due to the constant political activities at the 
University of El Salvador, the government and the elite 
decided to found the second university of higher education, 
Jose Simeon Canas (UCA). 
Many peasants, students, union workers, and opposition 
parties continued to organize against the government. As a 
result, a paramilitary organization called ORDEN1 was 
founded. This organization was geared to repress those 
opposing the government. 
Amidst internal socio-political pressures, and a fast 
growing economy, on July of 1969 El Salvador went to war 
with Honduras. The conflict was known as the "Soccer War," 
since it began during a soccer game between both countries. 
The following analysis attempts to present the above events 
and their effects on the UES. 
1ORDEN, meaning "order" in Spanish, stands for the 
Nationalist Democratic Organization. There is no accurate 
data as of when this organization began. Some historians 
believe that it was founded between 1961-1965 by President 
Rivera and General Jose Adalbert© Medrano under the wing of 
the National Guard. At its peak, ORDEN had between 80,000 and 
100,000 members. Its mission was to influence the peasants to 
support the National Conciliation Party and to assassinate 
suspected opponents of the government. ORDEN became well 
known among the Salvadorans for its brutal tactics. For more 
information see Raymond Bonner, Weakness_and_Deceitj—U_«.3_». 
Policy in El Salvador, (New York: The New York Times Book Co, 
1984), pp. 58-59; White, El Salvador, p. 207; Americas Watch, 
El Salvador/s Decade of Terror. (New Haven and London: Yale 
University Press, 1991), p. 5. 
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Intervention of the University of El Salvador 
In 1960, President Jose Maria Lemus2 was not 
fulfilling the economic and political expectations of the 
Salvadoran society. Particularly, those of the elite and 
the military. The economy was deteriorating rapidly. 
Demonstrations took place in the streets. Unionized 
workers, peasants and students figured among the 
protesters. Students inspired by the Cuban Revolution 
actively organized most of the strikes. Meanwhile, leaders 
of the military and oligarchy began to plan how to oust 
Lemus and at the same time reduce the discontent of the 
masses.3 
The UES students began organizing marches from the 
campus. On 19 August a demonstration was on its way out of 
the UES when the National Police and fire department 
personnel interrupted it violently. According to students, 
this demonstration was held to protest the detention of a 
few students who were arrested by the police while rallying 
on 16 August 1960. In a document published in La Prensa 
Grafica, 24 August, the Consejo Superior Universitario4 
2Jose Maria Lemus was a cruel and vicious dictator. He 
became president when Oscar Osorio selected him in 1956 as 
Osorio's successor. 
3Anderson, Politics in Central America, p. 75; Bonner 
Weakness and Deceit, p. 30. 
“The University Directive Council is the maximum 
administrative, disciplinary, technical and educational body 
of the University. And it dictates the general ordinances for 
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criticized the assaults perpetrated against the students by 
the police. The Council stated that the aggressions against 
students had alarmed many parents. The Council also 
declared that it went against the constitution not to allow 
people to express themselves freely. Consequently, the 
Council agreed to the following: "to strongly protest the 
aggression against students and professors of the UES; that 
the Attorney General of the UES should denounce the assault 
to the Justice Department? that the police should 
immediately free the students or allow them to go through 
the judicial system to see if they are found guilty of any 
charges; to demand the return of the students in exile; to 
report these incidents to the Consejo Superior Universitario 
Centro Americano (Higher University Council of Central 
America) (CSUCA) ;* * * * 5 and to send this document to the police 
and the media."6 The document was printed in all the 
newspapers. The Lemus government denied the charges. 
the fulfillment of the Organic Law and the University's 
statutes. The CSU is composed of the Rector, the Deans of all 
the Faculties and one professor from each Faculty. The Rector 
will preside over the Council. For more information see Art. 
12 of Ley Organica de la Universidad de El Salvador [Organic 
Law of the University of El Salvador], (San Salvador: Editora 
Universitaria, 1978), Vol. I, p. 13. 
5CSUCA was founded in 1946 as the highest authority of 
Universities in Central America. It is based in Costa Rica. 
George R. Waggoner and Barbara Ashton Waggoner, Education in 
Central America. (Lawrence: the University Press of Kansas), 
p. 146. 
6Roberto Emilio Cuella Milla, "UES Manifiesto," La Prensa 
Grafica. 24 August 1960, p. 13. 
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On 25 August President Lemus responded to the Superior 
Directive Council's statements. In an article, Lemus 
indicated that extremist communists associated with students 
and the Salvadoran General Workers Committee (CGTS) had 
committed the aggression against the University. He added 
that the CGTS was an illegal organization that had 
infiltrated into the UES and that acted under the tolerance 
and support of the Rector and the Council. He accused the 
UES authorities of responsibility for the incidents that had 
occurred, and claimed that the armed forces had only tried 
to keep order.7 
As a result of these events, the Government presented a 
decree to amend the General Law of Higher Education. The 
new law established the right to create additional private 
and public universities. Under this law, the UES would be 
ruled by its Organic Law8, and additional universities 
would be regulated by special mandates dictated by the 
Government Executive and Cultural Branches. The government 
stated that the new public and private universities would 
7"Lemus seftala culpa a Rector y Consejo," La_Prensa 
Grafica. 25 August 1960, p. 3. 
8The law represents the different guidelines that the 
University of El Salvador has to rule itself. As the only 
institution of higher education in the country, the Organic 
Law attributed to the UES the responsibility to educate the 
youngsters and to promote technical and scientific careers. 
Above all the UES wanted to promote the Salvadoran culture. 
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only dispose of their own budgets9 so that the institutions 
would not become a drain on public funding. The UES' budget 
relied mainly on government monies. 
The situation between the University of El Salvador and 
the Government heated up as new laws were made. The 
Legislative Branch approved the General Law of Higher 
Education unanimously. Under this measure, the UES would be 
ruled by its Organic Law on everything that did not oppose 
the new Law of Higher Education. In addition to the law of 
Higher Education, another law was passed by the legislature. 
The second law stated that no group could hold public 
meetings unless the government granted it a permit. 
Students did not agree with the government mandates. 
As a result, they began to organize demonstrations against 
the Lemus government. The University of El Salvador's 
Rector, Dr. Napoleon Rodriguez Ruiz, did not try to control 
the students' left-wing inclinations.10 Consequently, on 2 
September 1960 the UES was attacked under the orders of the 
President. The National Guard and the Treasury Police 
executed the assault against the UES. Many students, 
9,,Estudian Ley de la Universidad," La Prensa Grafica 27 
August 1960, pp. 1,3. 
10Any person who had a different opinion from that of the 
government would be categorized as left-wing or a communist. 
Students throughout the 20th century in Latin American 
universities have opposed government's view; James Dunkerley, 
The Long War: Dictatorship and Revolution in El Salvador, 
(London: Verso Press, 1985), p. 42. 
30 
faculty and staff were injured during the intervention. As 
a result, many students and faculty left the country and 
went into exile. 
Sources that describe this incident are difficult to 
find. As with much in El Salvadoran history, it is 
sometimes necessary to turn to literature for information 
due to an absence of reliable printed sources. In some 
cases historians have turned to novels.11 In "Doce 
Entradas con Doce Salidas" (Twelve Entrances with Twelve 
Exits),12 the author presents an eyewitness who describes 
this intervention: 
"On 2 September 1960 opposition groups were 
holding a meeting to discuss their discontent 
against the government. Five thousand people 
participated in the rally which was sponsored 
by the Revolutionary Party. Many of the 
participants were afraid because the military 
forces and the police were already in the 
center of the city, intimidating people. A 
few minutes after the first speaker started 
his message, the police and the military 
attacked the public. People began running in 
all directions to save their lives. Many of 
the rally sponsors went into the UES to 
protect themselves. They closed the main 
entrance of the Institution and hid in the 
humanities, economics and administration 
buildings. Immediately, the University was 
surrounded by the police and the military. 
They used bombs, bullets, tear gas, and 
physically attacked the faculty, students, 
xlThis writer found that various of the sources differed 
in the dates they gave for the intervention. 
12"Documentos Sobre La Historia de la Universidad de El 
Salvador," Cuadernos de Divulgation Universitaria, (San 
Salvador: Editorial Universitaria, 1986), p. 10. 
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administrators and the demonstrators. The 
Rector and Vice-Rector were then beaten and 
taken to jail as well as everyone else."13 
According to La Prensa Grafica. the students and 
professors protected themselves against the tear gas, 
bullets and physical attacks perpetrated by the National 
Guard and the Treasury Police by locking themselves in one 
of the buildings of the School of Medicine. In the 
confusion, the police attacked not only demonstrators but 
anyone on campus. Some professors who had been working in 
these buildings were physically attacked and arrested at the 
door when they left after 8:00 p.m. 
After being set free, an injured witness told his story 
to the media. Lotario Bayardo Gomez, an engineering student 
who did not know what was occurring on campus, had gone to 
pick up his wife after work. To protect himself from the 
attack, he went inside the assembly hall of the University. 
He recalled that the police went in violently surrounding 
everyone in a corridor. "Everybody surrendered but the 
police began beating us up." Lotario was set free on 4 
September. His body showed evidence of the injuries 
suffered while captured. During his imprisonment, Lotario 
“Translated by Nancy Rios. Cited from Cuadernos de 
Divulgacion Universitaria. (1986), p. 10. The novel was 
originally written by Fernandez Mora, Pablo, Doce Entradas con 
Doce Salidas. Many historians use novels as valid source of 
information to demonstrate their points. Most of the Latin 
American writers have used novels as a way to express the 
realities of their countries. For instance, the novel, The 
House of the Spirits by Isabel Allende described the political 
crisis that Chile went through during Allende's government. 
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saw the Rector and the General Secretary of the UES in jail. 
He declared that both the Rector and the General Secretary 
were injured. According to Lotario's story, he overheard 
police say that the two UES officials were going to be 
deported to Honduras.14 
On 5 September 1960 thousands of people participated in 
the funeral of a UES employee who was killed by the police 
during the 2 September attack. During the funeral march, 
the General Student Association of the University of El 
Salvador (AGEUS) had held a banner and they sang the 
national anthem. The march was in response to the 
government actions against their Alma Mater, the rector, 
students, and professors. The same day President Lemus 
ordered a state of siege.15 
14,,Rector de la Universidad es Puesto en Libertad," La 
Prensa Grafica. 5 September 1960, p. 3. Out of desperation 
the Lemus government used the assault against the UES to 
terminate the opposition. The government used the UES as an 
excuse to also detain other political figures that were 
opposing Lemus' actions. Roberto Edmundo Canessa, ex- 
presidential candidate, and for many years one of the most 
influential international figures in the country, became a 
victim during the UES assault. He was captured by the police, 
badly injured, jailed and sent into exile to Guatemala. He 
suffered 30 fractures on his head. As a result of the 
injuries he died on 28 January 1961. La Prensa Grafica. 31 
October 1960 p.l? ”E1 ex-canciller Canessa murio en Nueva 
Orleans,” 28 January 1961 p. 3; Jorge Pinto, El Grito de mas 
pequeno. (Mexico: Irapresos Continentales, 1985) pp. 92-95. 
15The New York Times. 7 September 1960, p. 1? 
"Atropellados crean ambiente de Indignidad y Zozobra,” La 
Prensa Grafica 6 September 1960 p. 3. 
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On 15 September, a law student was killed and three 
others were wounded in a further confrontation between the 
police and students at the UES16. 
Coup d/etat 
In October of 1960 a coup took place. A group of three 
military officers and three intellectuals from the UES 
ousted Lemus.17. Among the intellectuals were Dr. Fabio 
Castillo Figueroa, Dr. Rene Fortin Magana and Ricardo Falla 
Caceres. Military members of the junta were Lieutenant 
Colonel Miguel Angel Castillo, Colonel Cesar Yanes Urias and 
Captain Major Ruben Alonso Rosales.18 This coup is known as 
the only bloodless revolt in El Salvador's history.19 
16The New York Times. 16 September 1960, p. 3. 
17Anderson, Politics in Central America, p. 76; Waggoner, 
Education in Central America, p. 54., Cynthia Arnson, El 
Salvador; A Revolution Confronts The United States. 
Washington, D.C. and Amsterdam: Institute for Policy Studies 
Transnational Institute, 1982) p. 19. 
18Roberto Lopez Trejo, Military Major, under the Osorio's 
and Lemus' presidencies recounts how he was disgusted by the 
manner in which both Presidents governed. On one hand. 
Colonel Osorio set the stage for Lemus to substitute him in 
the elections of 1957. Osorio thought that he could govern 
through Lemus. On the other hand, Lemus did not subordinate 
himself to Osorio's intention and governed the way he pleased. 
Lemus' government became one of the most vicious and 
oppressive regimes of El Salvadoran history. Anderson, 
Politics in Central America, p. 76; Bonner, Weakness and 
Deceit. p. 30; Roberto Lopez Trejo,”Un Episodio Historico 
Nacional y los Comunistas, El Drama de la Republica: (1961- 
1962) . (San Salvador: Libreria Cultural Salvadorefia (no 
dated), p. 46-55. Trejos' book is a collection of his own 
articles published in La Prensa Grafica. 
19Dunkerley, The Long War, p. 43. 
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Dr. Rene Fortin Magana, member of the new Junta de 
Gobierno, was the son of Romeo Fortin Magana, former rector 
of the UES between 1955 and 1959. Another member. Dr. Fabio 
Castillo, graduated from the UES in 1947, and at the time of 
the coup he was a professor at the University. During the 
1960s Fabio Castillo became one of the most important 
figures in El Salvador and in the UES. His role is 
extensively discussed in this chapter. 
Due to the new changes in the government, U.S 
Ambassador to El Salvador Thorsten V. Kalijarvi left the 
country forty hours after the Junta took power. He left 
Donald Downs in charge. Castillo recalled that Ambassador 
Kalijarvi did not want to deal with the new government. The 
Ambassador's negative reaction to the new government was not 
a surprise. He and Castillo had clashed on previous 
occasions. Apparently, Kalijarvi was constantly criticizing 
the UES School of Medicine, which offended Castillo since he 
was a professor at the School.20 
The Junta became the Executive branch with legislative 
power. Since its beginning, this new government had two 
goals: first, to develop a democratic electoral process; 
and second, to develop an educational plan by making 1961-62 
the "Bienio de la Educacion Nacional” (Two years of National 
Education). The Junta proposed a four month literacy 
2°Fabio Castillo, Cartas Salvadorenas. (Costa Rica: (no 
publisher) 1985). Copy given to the author by Castillo, San 
Jose, Costa Rica, 8 July 1990. 
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campaign which included the initiation of adult educational 
programs. The Junta members wanted to educate all the 
illiterate people in the nation to at least a sixth grade 
level.21 Fabio Castillo was appointed Secretary of 
Education for the two years that the Junta planned to hold 
power. 
Donald Downs, U.S Charge of Affairs, solicited an 
interview with Fabio Castillo to discuss a few concerns that 
the U.S. had regarding the proposal submitted by the Junta. 
The interview was done through one of the members of the 
oligarchy, Ricardo Quinonez, who had known Castillo since 
childhood. According to Castillo, Downs tried to persuade 
him not to open up the electoral process. Downs stated to 
Castillo that the U.S would not agree with the proposal 
since there was danger that communist or leftist groups 
could dominate the elections. Downs proposed that the U.S 
would agree to a "free election" if the two candidates were 
previously selected by the U.S. Embassy and Salvadoran 
political forces. Downs as well as Ricardo Quinonez 
suggested that Fabio Castillo could be selected as the 
presidential candidate. Castillo rejected the proposal.22 
Fabio Castillo believes that similar propositions were made 
to the military officers in the Junta. 
21Castillo.Cartas Salvadorenas: Interview with Fabio 
Castillo in Costa Rica, 8 July 1990. 
22Castillo, Cartas SalvadoreHas; Personal Interview July 
1990. 
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Due to the Junta's insistence on going ahead with their 
political plan, rumors of a coup began to circulate. 
Despite the fact that the Junta denied such rumors, on 18 
November 1960 the Junta issued a bulletin containing a list 
of suspects and the measures that they would take to stop 
subversion. On 18 November the Junta arrested its suspects. 
Within the group apprehended was Roberto Quinonez, a member 
of the oligarchy. He was set free two days later because of 
insufficient evidence23 
The new government was not only receiving criticism 
from within El Salvador but also from abroad. The Junta 
condemned an article published in The New York Times on 20 
November 1960. According to the Junta the article 
represented a campaign against El Salvador. The article 
written categorized the Junta as a group of communists 
associated with Castro.24 On 20 November of 1960 thousands 
of people, including UES students, marched to Liberty Square 
in San Salvador to support the Junta.25 
23"Quinones puesto en libertad ayer," La Prensa Grafica, 
20 November 1960, p. 3. 
24This information was taken from a reaction piece written 
by the Junta criticizing the article published in The New York 
Times. In the same article the Junta implies that the United 
States, the Salvadoran oligarchy and Army were united in a 
campaign against the Junta. "Junta Refierese a campana contra 
el pais," La Prensa Grafica 21 November 1960, p. 2. 
25La Prensa Grafica. 21 November 1960, p. 2. 
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Aware of the negative campaign and the threat of a 
possible coup, the Junta decided to take preventive action. 
On 20 November Colonel Cesar Yanes Urias, member of the 
Junta de Gobierno, submitted a set of new laws. The laws 
stated that the National Army should stay out of politics. 
According to Colonel Cesar Yanes Urias, this was "an 
important step to avoid future coups." He added that the 
armed forces had certain obligations that the constitution 
imposed on them. The constitution established that the Army 
should watch for the fulfillment of the laws especially when 
change of power occurred, but at the same time it 
established that the Armed Forces should be obedient to the 
President, who became their General Commander.26 
In December, during a reception that the new Junta de 
Gobierno hosted at the Presidential Palace, Downs approached 
Castillo once more to question him about the literacy 
campaign. Fabio Castillo stated that the Junta was going 
ahead with the plan to educate the people. According to 
Castillo, Downs' reaction was, "Don't you understand that an 
educated nation demands bread? You people are crazy."27 A 
few days after the conversation, rumors that the U.S., the 
elite and the Salvadoran Army were involved in military 
26La Prensa Grafica. 20 December 1960, p. 3. 
27Castillo, Cartas Salvadorenas? Personal Interview July 
1990. 
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activities to defeat the Junta through a military coup began 
to circulate.28 The coup took place on 25 January 1961. 
The Civilian-Military Junta was replaced by a 
Directorio Civico-Militar headed by Julio Adalberto Rivera, 
a conservative military colonel. Apparently, the oligarchy 
and conservative military officers did not agree with the 
intention of the Junta to hold free and honest elections.29 
The elite and the military knew that the opening of the 
electoral process could work to the leftists' advantage.30 
The projects that the Junta had proposed benefitted the 
masses and represented a threat to the economic and 
political interests of the oligarchy and the military. 
These two groups decided to move guickly in order to avoid 
further development of the Junta's proposals. It should be 
mentioned here that the United States did not support the 
Junta either. It was not until 3 December 1960, three 
months after the Junta took power, that the United States 
recognized it as a temporary government. In contrast, the 
28Testimony of Fabio Castillo in front of the United 
States Congress in 1976. Castillo, 1990; Montgomery, 
Revolution in El Salvador, p. 73. 
29Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 30. 
3°This meant that leftist groups were going to be 
permitted to organize and participate in the elections. In 
the 1960s, leftist parties were not legalized. The Partido 
Revolucionario Abril y Mayo (PRAM), composed (students and the 
reformist sectors of the urban middle class)of left-wing and 
communist members, was going to be able to run as an 
opposition party (Dunkerley, The Long War, p. 42.) 
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Directorio Civico-Militar was recognized by the United 
States three days after taking power through the coup 
d'etat.31 
The Rivera government was also composed of three 
civilians and a few military officers.32 The difference 
between the Junta Civico-Militar and the Directorio Civico- 
Militar was that the civilian representation in the 
Directorio did not hold any power despite the fact that they 
were members of the oligarchy. Consequently, three months 
after the coup, they resigned from their posts.33 With the 
new government the UES once again became a political target, 
and it had little space to fulfill its educational mission. 
The new government was anticommunist and wanted to eliminate 
31Murat W. Williams, recorded interview by Dennis J. 
O'Brien, 22 June 1970, p. 5, John F. Kennedy Library Oral 
History Program. Hereafter Williams 1970? Personal interview 
with Murat Williams by the author, 23 July 1991; "Argentina, 
Brazil y Chile Reconocieron Junta,” La Prensa Grafica. 3 
December 1960, p. 1? "Estados Unidos Reconocio a la Junta de 
Gobierno,” La Prensa Grafica. 4 December 1960, pp. 1,3. 
32Fabio Castillo was asked by Adalberto Rivera to become 
part of the Directorio Civico-Militar. The group that ousted 
the Junta Civico-Militar in which Castillo was a member. 
Apparently, Adalberto Rivera felt that Castillo would be a 
plus to the Directorio. Castillo and Adalberto Rivera went to 
the same schools during their childhood. This information was 
provided by Victor Valle, former member of the UES Educational 
Reform committee in 1963, in a personal interview with the 
author on 22 August 1991, Washington, D.C. 
33Williams, 1972 p. 13; Montgomery, Revolution in El 
Salvador, p. 74. 
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any sign of communism, an ideology followed by University 
students and staff since 1918. 
The Salvadoran government was not the only one who 
wanted communism to disappear from their country. The 
United States was trying to eliminate it from this 
hemisphere. 
In 1961, John F. Kennedy became President of United 
States. The Revolution in Cuba had just taken place. In 
1961, as part of President Kennedy's campaign to stop a 
perceived communist drift throughout Latin America, he 
proposed the Alliance for Progress. The Alliance for 
Progress was a program of aid and economic stimulation for 
Latin America. This plan was embraced by many Latin 
American governments who wanted to catch up with other 
developed countries.34 At that time, El Salvador was under 
the governorship of Colonel Rivera, a well-trained 
economist. Rivera came from a modest Salvadoran family, but 
he managed to attend a private school in El Salvador. In 
1944, he was part of a coup attempt to oust Maximiliano 
Hernandez from power. The coup failed and Rivera was exiled 
to Italy. While there, he obtained a degree in 
economics.35 
34In 1961, through the Alliance for Progress, El Salvador 
received $25 million dollars in economic assistance, more that 
in the previous 15 years. Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 25. 
35Williams, 1972. 
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In March of 1962, three months after the second coup, 
Rivera resigned from his post to become a presidential 
candidate for the Partido Conciliacion Nacional (National 
Conciliation Party). In.July of 1962, Rivera won the 
elections.36 This began two decades of repressive military 
government. The University was especially affected by the 
new regime's repression. Since all kinds of political 
ideologies were expressed at the institution, the government 
tried to restrict the school's budget as well as to control 
the students' protests through repression. 
The UES Under Fabio Castillo 
In 1963, despite the Rivera's government pressures, the 
students successfully elected Fabio Castillo Figueroa, a 
former member of the first Civilian-Military Junta, to be 
the UES Rector. Under Castillo's administration, the 
University of El Salvador became a far stronger institution 
of higher education. He founded the School of Science and 
Natural Science.37 During his rectorate his main goals 
were to reform the school's instructional system and to 
provide the country with quality education. At one level, 
Castillo began to involve all sectors of society in building 
36The elections of 1962 were called in 1960 by the first 
Civilian-Military Junta. 
37In 1870, Fabio Castillo's grandfather founded the School 
of Medicine at the UES, but it closed after his death. One 
hundred years later Castillo founded the School of Science 
(Castillo, Cartas Salvadorenas. Interview July 1990). 
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the physical plant of the UES. Many people volunteered 
their time during the evenings or weekends to participate in 
the construction campaign that Castillo began. In order to 
recruit volunteers to help with the UES project, Castillo 
ran ads in all daily newspapers. The ads were very 
effective. Thousands of people willingly joined Castillo's 
effort. He also obtained financial support from local and 
international foundations [the Kellogg and Rockefeller 
Foundations donated great amounts of money to the UES] as 
well as from the Rivera government. As a result of this 
joint effort, the University's physical plant was 
modernized. Castillo not only worked to expand the school's 
infrastructure but also to establish technical and 
scientific disciplines with the necessary equipment. 
In 1963, Castillo and the Consejo Superior 
Universitario (CSU) proposed an educational reform. The CSU 
appointed a committee composed of four academics and two 
students from AGEUS.38 According to Victor Valle, one of 
the students selected to participate in the development of 
the Educational Reform, Fabio Castillo wanted a pluralistic 
committee. Together with the Consejo Superior Universitario 
he chose people from different political ideologies. The 
committee had the task of developing an educational reform 
38Proyecto UCA/PREDE-OEA, La Investigacion y la docencia 
en la educacion universitaria de El Salvador. (San Salvador: 
Talleres Graficos UCA, 1990), p. Ill, Hereafter Proyecto UCA; 
Personal interview with Victor Valle, Washington, D.C., on 24 
July 1991. 
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geared to meet the needs of Salvadoran society. At one 
level, the Educational Reform attempted to redefine the 
academic role of the University. At another level, the 
Reform was generated to fulfill the educational needs of the 
students through the development of new educational 
programs. These included the creation of new technical and 
scientific careers, "areas comunes"39 and grants for 
students. 
Prior to the educational reform, the University had a 
total of six faculties which were divided into different 
departments. These included the School of Medicine, 
Engineering, Chemistry and Pharmacy, Dentistry, Economic, 
Law and Social Science. All operated separately and each 
had different criteria for admission. Each school developed 
the courses on their own and their own schedules. The 
University lacked a central administration, records, 
treasury and a library.40 Each faculty had its own small 
library. 
The educational reform became the vehicle used to 
expand and modify the UES's different faculties. Shortly, 
39The "areas comunes" (common areas) or general studies 
were designed to help incoming students in those areas in 
which they had not received an adequate education due to the 
lack of resources in previous schools attended. The courses 
offered basic knowledge in math, science, history and writing. 
The concept was to prepare the incoming students to achieve a 
professional comprehensive level. 
4°Reese Danley Kilgo, The Development of Education in El 
Salvador. Doctoral Dissertation, University of Texas, Austin, 
(1966) . 
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after the proposal was accepted, the UES began to see it 
bear fruit. Student services such as housing, health care, 
room and board, theater, sports facilities and scholarships 
were developed. Full-time and part-time positions opened up 
for professors. The construction and restoration of 
buildings began with the help of thousands of volunteers. 
New faculties were developed while others expanded. As part 
of the UES educational reform, two branches were opened in 
the countryside. In 1966, the UES extension in Santa Ana 
(West) began functioning, and the San Miguel campus (East) 
was under construction. Libraries were established 
according to the subject matter in most faculties. A 
central library was also built. 
Castillo engaged the University community as well as 
people from the public and private sector in this endeavor. 
As stated previously, financial assistance came from the 
public and the private sectors and from international 
organizations. Manual labor came from thousands of 
committed Salvadorans (professionals and non-professionals) 
who wanted to contribute to the development of the 
University, since it represented the future of the country. 
Due to the new organization of the UES, student 
enrollment increased 75 percent. At the beginning of the 
1960s, the University had an enrollment of 1600 students and 
by 1967, when Castillo stepped down to run for the country's 
presidency, the institution had an enrollment of 5,901 
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students.41 The increase in registration took place as a 
result of the development of new schools, the construction 
of facilities and the grants that Castillo allocated for 
students who could not afford to apply before. 
Despite these achievements, Castillo was seen by some 
Salvadorans as a leftist. The U.S personnel in El Salvador 
did not make any attempt to establish relations with the 
UES. As noted by a U.S. historian, when Fabio Castillo 
formed part of the Junta Civico-Militar he was seen as the 
most anti-American and, by virtue of this alone, the most 
popular."42 In 1961, when Murat Williams, the United 
States' Ambassador to El Salvador, arrived in the country, 
he wanted to meet the "famous" Fabio Castillo. According to 
Williams, he asked the Embassy staff to arrange a meeting 
for him to meet with the UES Rector. "They behaved as if 
I'd asked to meet the devil."43 No one wanted to do so, 
since they saw Castillo as a communist, so Williams decided 
to make the call himself. He spoke with Castillo, who was 
surprised to receive a call from the U.S. Ambassador. They 
arranged a dinner meeting for the next day. According to 
both, it was a pleasant meeting. Williams remembers that 
Fabio was suspicious of the dinner invitation because of his 
41Proyecto UCA, p. 105. 
42Dunkerley, The Long War, p. 43. 
43Williams, 1972, p. 15. 
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past experiences with U.S. diplomats.44 Murat Williams 
argues that if Fabio Castillo had been elected president of 
El Salvador in 1967 when he ran for the post, El Salvador 
would not be in the crisis in which it finds itself today. 
In 1964, Fabio Castillo visited the Soviet Union to 
establish formal relations between the UES and the Lomonosov 
University. The Salvadoran military, the oligarchy and the 
United States government were outraged by Castillo's action. 
The military and the elite sectors criticized him for 
trying to encourage communist ideas in El Salvador. In a 
television debate between Fabio Castillo and Colonel Fidel 
Sanchez Hernandez, then Salvadoran Minister of Interior and 
presidential candidate, Fabio Castillo argued that he went 
to the Soviet Union to bring a few scholars45 from the 
Lomonosov University to the UES for academic purposes. But 
the anti-communist sentiment then widespread throughout the 
oligarchy, military and the United States did not accept 
Castillo's reasons. And once again the University was 
accused of fostering communist doctrines.46 
44Williams 1972, 1991; Castillo 1985, 1990. Since that 
invitation in 1961, Fabio Castillo and Murat Williams have 
been friends. 
45Two Soviet scientist were invited, both were denied 
visas and so were two other scholars from Chile. The latter 
two did not have any leftist associations. White, El 
Salvador, p. 202. 
46Roman Mayorga Quiros, La Universidad para el Cambio 
Social, (San Salvador: UCA Editores, 1979) p. 24. 
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The Consejo Superior Universitario backed Castillo's 
actions. According to a document written by the University 
Council, the Rector was given permission to establish 
relations with European Universities that had extended 
invitations to the UES. The UES saw the Soviet contact as 
an opportunity to get scientists, grants, monies, and 
laboratory equipment. But Castillo had initiated relations 
with more than just a university in the USSR. He also made 
contacts with schools in France, England, Israel and 
Germany. However, the only University that sent scientific 
personnel was the University of Lomonosov in Moscow. The 
other universities were short of personnel but they agreed 
to train Salvadoran scientists in their respective 
countries47. Fabio Castillo had seen his European trip as 
an opportunity, and he had decided to obtain international 
support from as many Universities as he could. 
Unfortunately, the UES did not have the support of the 
Salvadoran government. Due to pressures from the 
Government, the scientists from Moscow were not granted 
visas to visit the University of El Salvador. Because of 
47Consejo Superior Universitario, "Legalidad del Viaje del 
Rector,” Libertad y Cultura en torno al Debate Universitario 
(San Salvador: Editorial Universitaria, 1964), pp. 91-93. 
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the tension between the UES and the government, some 
scientists from Chile were denied entrance to the country as 
well/8 
Once again the University of El Salvador found itself 
targeted by the government, accused of being controlled by 
communist ideas. 
The UES Opposes the University of Central America 
In 1966, as an expression of dissatisfaction against 
the UES by the elite, the Central America University [Jose 
Simeon Canas] (UCA) was founded. The UES was seen as a 
place of Marxism and revolution. The UCA was developed for 
the children of the ruling class and it was administrated by 
Jesuits/9 The University of El Salvador did not approve of 
the foundation of the UCA. In fact, the UES did not even 
acknowledge the existence of the Jesuit University. 
The members of the oligarchy expected the UCA to serve 
their interests by educating children in careers that would 
enable them to keep the economic status they possessed. The 
UES used to even treat the UCA as an institution manipulated 
by the elite.50 The UES used to compare the UCA with a 
female who had sold herself to the oligarchy. The 
48Personal interview by the author with Maria Isabel 
Rodriguez, former Dean of the School of Medicine at the UES 
during the 1960s, 24 July 1991. Hereafter Rodriguez, 1991. 
49Tommie Sue Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p.107. 
50Quiros, La Universidad para El Cambio Social, p. 28. 
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institution confronted many obstacles at its beginning. The 
constant rejection by the UES, limitations of space and of 
funds placed the UCA in a difficult position. But the 
parents of the children attending Catholic colleges wanted 
the UCA to survive, so they donated large amounts of money. 
Different sectors of the oligarchy also began to fund the 
Jesuit University with the expectation that the UCA would be 
the University of the elite. Aware of such a perception, 
the UCA started to look for other sources of income. In 
1969, the UCA obtained a loan from the International 
Development Bank (BID). The money was used to build eight 
buildings and labs, to hire additional personnel and 
professors, and also to develop financial packages to help 
some of the students. By 1969 UCA served over 500 
students. 
The UCA became a respected academic institution. But 
soon the administration decided that the school*s function 
was not to keep perpetuating the inequality of the 
Salvadoran society. According to a former Rector of the 
UCA, Roman Mayorca Quiros, the UCA noticed that in El 
Salvador there were two social classes, the rich and the 
poor. The leadership of the UCA did not want to be seen as 
the institution that served only the rich. Through an 
academic magazine, founded in 1969 by the University, the 
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UCA administration expressed its different point of view 
regarding the inegualities of society.51 
Presidential Elections 
In 1967, Fabio Castillo resigned as the Rector of the 
University to become a presidential candidate for the 
Partido Accion Renovadora (PAR). The party was geared to 
develop an agrarian reform that would benefit all sectors of 
Salvadoran society, but the elite was not prepared to share 
their fortune. The Partido Conciliacion Nacional (PCN), 
supported by the military and the elite, was not about to 
allow the PAR to continue the agrarian reform campaign. The 
PCN began to accuse the PAR of being a communist party in 
line with Castro's regime. Despite the political campaign 
against the PAR, in the 1967 elections it obtained 14.4 of 
the votes, the Christian Democratic Party (PDC) got 21.6 and 
the PCN 54.4 percent.52 After the elections the PAR was 
banned. The Partido Accion Renovadora became a victim of 
the gag rule.53 The leaders were oppressed and persecuted 
before and during the political campaign. The PAR was not 
51Quiros, La Universidad para el Cambio Social. p. 36. 
52White, El Salvador, p. 203. 
53Ricardo Sol, Para Entender El Salvador. (San Jose, Costa 
Rica: DEI, 1980), p. 49. 
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able to register as a formal opposition party until the very 
last minute. The registration Committee found all kinds of 
excuses to reject it. 
The "Soccer War" 
After the elections of 1967, the words "agrarian 
reform" became taboo. For decades thousands of Salvadorans 
had crossed the border of Honduras in search of better land 
upon which to cultivate their own crops. Since most of the 
best land was owned by rich Salvadorans, many peasants felt 
landless. In 1969, Honduras initiated an agrarian reform 
law. Under this law all Salvadoran living in Honduras had 
30 days to leave the country. Another issue that affected 
the relations between these two countries was the trade 
market. While El Salvador was doing pretty well on the 
market, Honduras's trading was rapidly deteriorating. 
Tensions began to heat up, and during the 1969 Soccer World 
Cup competition, El Salvador and Honduras engaged in what is 
known as the 100 hours war or "soccer war".54 El Salvador 
invaded Honduras on 14 July 1969. Thousands of people died 
and over 100,000 Salvadorans were left homeless. 
The UES supported the government during the war with 
Honduras. Professionals from the University travelled 
54 Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, pp. 80-81; 
Quiros, La Universidad para el Cambio Social. 
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abroad to speak out in defense of El Salvador's actions 
against Honduras. AGEUS opened inscription tables on campus 
to recruit volunteers to go to the war.55 
This event became perhaps the only instance of true 
national unity in El Salvador's history. 
After the war with Honduras, the then President Fidel 
Sanchez Hernandez acknowledged the need for an agrarian 
reform. 
Chapter Summary 
The decade of 1960s represented a period of substantial 
development for the University of El Salvador. Despite lack 
of government support, accusations of having fostered 
communist ideologies, and police assaults, the UES became 
one of the most respected universities in Latin America. 
The academic and infrastructural growth that the UES 
experienced throughout the decade showed the commitment of 
individuals who wanted the University of El Salvador to 
compete academically not only nationally but 
internationally. The University community fought 
ferociously to protect the autonomy of the UES. The 
students' tenacity in pressuring the government, the 
military and the elite to cease their aggressive policy 
against the UES was admirable. 
55Proyecto UCA, p.139. 
Fabio Castillo's role was of great importance for the 
evolution of the UES as well. In 1968, his successor. Dr. 
53 
Angel Gochez Marin, founded of the School of Science and 
Humanities. The School was divided into two institutes, the 
Institute of Science and Mathematics and the Institute of 
Humanities and Social Science, which were organized into 
departments. The proposal was approved by the UES Superior 
Directive Council at the end of 1968 and went into effect in 
197056. 
68. 
56Waggoner and Waggoner, Education in Central America, p. 
CHAPTER 4 
DECADE OF THE 1970s 
Introduction 
Following a decade of turmoil and development, the 
University of El Salvador entered the 1970s with higher 
academic and economic expectations than it had had in the 
1960s. But those expectations remained unfulfilled 
throughout the 1970s, as the UES faced new challenges. 
During the 1970s an Agrarian Reform was proposed on two 
occasions. In January of 1970 popular groups put together a 
National Agrarian Reform Congress with President Fidel 
Hernandez's1 approval. Many of the members of the Agrarian 
Reform Congress were associated with the National 
University. But because of political friction between the 
popular groups and the oligarchy, the Agrarian Reform was 
put off, and later revived in 1975. 
In February of 1971, the abduction of Ernesto Regalado 
Duenas, a prominent businessman and the member of an elite 
Salvadoran family, created a turmoil. The government 
accused five students from the University of El Salvador of 
kidnapping and killing Regalado. This event outraged people 
from all Salvadoran sectors. 
Meanwhile, at the University internal conflicts began 
to surface. The election for new UES central administrators 
attracted different political groups for the positions. 
President Fidel Hernandez was also a Military General. 
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The struggle between different factions (all with distinct 
agendas) inside and outside created division among the 
different faculties and student organizations. The 
situation heated up to a point that during the election day, 
19 February 1971, some of the candidates for the central 
office walked out. However, the elections went ahead. The 
end result favored the UES's internal candidates. The 
controversy surrounding this election started a war between 
professionals from the left and the right, inside and 
outside the University. 
The presidential elections celebrated on 20 February 
1972 resulted in a political fraud.2 The Christian 
Democrat Party had the lead, but General Fidel Hernandez 
ordered the media to stop announcing the results.3 The 
General then declared the candidate of the National 
Conciliation Party to be the winner. 
On 25 March 1972 young military officers launched a 
coup d'etat against General Fidel Hernandez. This event 
happened a month after Colonel Arturo Molina had "won" the 
presidential elections.4 
On 19 July 1972, a military intervention closed the UES 
down for two years. The occupation of the UES came about 
due to internal problems in the school and also due to a 
2Sol, Para Entender El Salvador, pp. 49-51. 
Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p. 85. 
4Anderson, Politics in Central America, p. 77. 
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government accusation that subversive activities were taking 
place inside the campus. The destruction of educational 
materials and the lack of support to finish the physical 
plant construction set back the development of the 
University. In addition to budget restraints, the 
disappearances and killing of students and faculty were 
among the difficulties the University experienced at the 
beginning of the 1970s. After a decade of development, the 
UES began to feel the economic and political pressures that 
El Salvador was undergoing. 
As popular discontent increased throughout El Salvador, 
the oligarchy and the government responded with violence. 
Members of the Catholic Church, unions, student 
organizations and opposition political parties suffered the 
most. The University community, perceived as a center of 
subversion, paid the highest price. The existence of the 
ORDEN5 organization (composed of paramilitary officials), 
prepared to oppress those who opposed the government, and 
became a major threat for most of the population. The UES 
students, union leaders and members of the Church became the 
primary targets of military abuses. Subsequently, the 
military intervened in the University which remained under 
the control of the government for most of the 1970s. 
5General Adalberto Medrano founded this group in the 
1960s. 
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The celebration of the Miss Universe Pageant of 1975 
in El Salvador provoked violence throughout the country, due 
to popular opposition. People reacted negatively to the 
Miss Universe contest because of the huge sum of money used 
for the event. In contrast, the oligarchy saw this 
opportunity as a way to increase their wealth. The UES 
students, who were outraged by this event, began a campaign 
against it. As a result, a group of 37 students from the 
Santa Ana campus were massacred while protesting. 
On 20 February 1977, General Carlos Humberto Romero, 
member of the National Conciliation Party, "won" the 
elections.6 Salvadorans from all sectors took to the 
streets to protest the electoral process. The government 
reacted violently, and as a result hundreds of people 
disappeared or were killed. Despite the fact that the 
government had control over the administration of the 
University, the UES became the major opponent of the 
government's actions. As a result of government management, 
the school became dysfunctional. 
By the end of the decade the economic and political 
situation of the country had been debilitated. On 15 
October 1979, a coup against President Romero took place. 
Many sectors of society held the government responsible for 
the country's crisis. As a result, young military officials 
6Romero became the third President of the National 
Conciliation Party of this decade. 
and intellectuals associated with the Jesuit University 
(UCA) carried out the rebellion. 
Throughout this decade, the University of El Salvador 
found itself in the middle of a country in chaos. Despite 
the economic and political crisis in El Salvador, and the 
threats and constant abuses of students and professors by 
the military and ORDEN, the UES kept functioning. 
Agrarian Reform 
In January 1970, an Agrarian Reform Congress was 
proposed by popular sectors. People from the right and the 
left participated in the development of the Agrarian Reform. 
Many governmental and non-governmental groups participated 
in the formation of the Congress. The University of El 
Salvador was among the non-governmental groups. The UES had 
worked on a proposal for developing and implementing the 
agrarian reform. During the opening night, Guillermo Manuel 
Ungo, Vice-President of the Agrarian Reform Congress, 
presented the non-governmental organizations as follows: 
The University of El Salvador, Curia Metropolitana (Church 
members), and the Association of Lawyers. In his speech, he 
stated that not everyone agreed with the proposed Agrarian 
Reform. He concluded that a group of people did not want to 
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support the reform.7 It was to their advantage to keep the 
country in the existing conditions.8 
The private sector, represented by Antonio Rodriguez 
Porth, presented its proposition during the inauguration 
night (5 January 1970) which showed that the landowners (the 
oligarchy) disagreed with the composition of the Agrarian 
Reform Congress. On 6 January 1970, the private sector said 
that they had more to lose than any other group. According 
to Porth's speech, the private sector provided jobs and 
services to the society at large, "quite the contrary of the 
Marxists [non-governmental groups] whose motive is to 
control the power."9 Porth pointed out that the private 
sector was not in any position to provide solutions or 
recommendations to the Agrarian Reform Congress. 
Furthermore, he added that the time given to develop a 
proposal was not enough. On 6 January the private sector 
abandoned the Agrarian Reform Congress accusing the members 
of violating the rules by allowing various unqualified 
people to vote on the resolutions proposed. Such 
7He meant the private sector. 
8Guillermo Manuel Ungo, "Discurso Pronunciado por el Dr. 
Guillermo Ungo en el Congreso de la Reforma Agraria," La 
Prensa Grafica. 10 January 1970, p. 17. Ungo was a professor 
at the UES then. 
9Speech delivered by Jose Antonio Rodriguez Porth during 
the opening ceremony of the Agrarian Reform Congress. 
"Discurso Pronunciado por Dr. Jose Antonio Rodriguez Porth en 
el Congreso de la Reforma Agraria," La Prensa Grafica. San 
Salvador, 6 January 1970, p. 25. 
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resolutions benefitted not the private sector, but the 
public. The Agrarian Reform presented a threat to the 
wealth of the oligarchy since they owned more than 60 
percent of the land. The proposed Reform called for 
redistribution of land. 
On 10 January the church expressed its position about 
the Agrarian Reform, "Because of the manner in which land is 
distributed, the Salvadoran man is marginalized. We hope 
that the Agrarian Reform allows the peasant to take his own 
destiny in hand so that he can freely participate in the 
development of the country."10 This new measure on land 
redistribution compelled those who owned large farms to give 
up a portion of them. The government would then distribute 
it to the peasants, who would work the land for their own 
economic support. 
The pressures put on the government by the elite 
prevented the realization of the Agrarian Reform. The 
government then postponed it. 
Budget Problems at the UES 
The growth of the UES in the 1960s became clear in 1970 
as student enrollment increased. About 3,712 students of 
those who applied for the first semester of 1970 qualified 
10"Delegados de la Curia Metropolitana," [the Church's 
Maximum Authority], La Prensa Grafica 10 January 1970, p. 19. 
The Archbishop selected four priests (two assessors and two 
observers) to participate on the development of the Agrarian 
Reform. 
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to take the admissions test. The institution expected to 
accept 2,000.11 The rapid increase in student enrollment 
forced the University to hire new personnel to lessen the 
workloads. The Rector, Jose Maria Mendez, submitted to the 
government a budget proposal explaining the need to increase 
the finances of the UES. 
Due to government's delay in approving the budget, the 
UES confronted major financial problems. As a result, 
students became unhappy with the deficiencies and began 
demonstrating. In March of 1970, students from the "common 
areas"12 went on strike to protest the admission process. 
To be admitted into the UES, all students had to take a 
test. After the examination, many students were placed in 
the "common areas" program. Students began to reject the 
test and reguested its cancellation. They received support 
from different schools within the UES who took this 
opportunity to present their own academic and financial 
problems. As more students and professors joined the 
"common areas" students in their struggle, the relationship 
between the UES authorities and the students began to 
“Jose Maria Mendez, "Justificacion para aumentar el 
presupuesto de la UES," La Prensa Grafica. 20 January 1970, p. 
20. Jose Maria Mendez was the Rector of the UES during this 
time. 
“Program developed through the Educational Reform in 
1963. The common areas were designed to prepare incoming 
students to achieve a professional level before beginning 
their majors. Similar to general education courses in the 
United States. 
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deteriorate. On one hand, the Rector criticized the 
students for their demands. On the other hand, he supported 
them for exposing the problems. Students demanded the 
cancellation of the admissions test, the firing of 
professors who were not academically competent and more 
student participation in the decision-making process. The 
Rector stated in an article that strikes were means used by 
many universities to expose their problems. Political 
groups sometimes make use of such strategies to protect 
their own interests. He encouraged students to meet with 
the administration to find solutions together to the 
problems.13 He attributed these problems to the budget. 
The money that the government had allocated to the school 
did not satisfy the academic needs of the students. 
Angry students began to request the resignation of some 
administrators and professors. The Dean of the School of 
Law, Rene Fortin Magana, was among the people asked to 
resign by the University Directive Council. According to an 
open letter that Fortin Magana sent to a newspaper, the Law 
Faculty accepted many of the students' petitions except for 
firing eight professors without an investigation. He 
claimed in his letter that the UES authorities had responded 
to the students' pressures by accepting their demands. 
Fortin Magana, who had submitted his resignation previously, 
13Jose Maria Mendez, "UES Sobre la Huelga Estudiantil de 
Areas Comunes," La Prensa Grafica. 23 January 1970, p. 34. 
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decided to stay and fight back rather than resign. He 
criticized the UES authorities for allowing students to get 
away with unacceptable reguests.14 
The students continued pressuring the University 
authorities through strikes and demonstrations. Eventually 
some professors became fed up with the chaos and resigned, 
while the administration fired others. 
Meanwhile the government began to express concern about 
subversive groups in the country. The killing of Luis 
Felipe Quezada Sanchez, a Mexican professor who worked for 
the University, created a new crisis for the school. 
According to some witnesses, he was taken from the 
immigration office by security forces.1- The next day, his 
body was found in a staged car accident.16 After this 
incident, the immigration officers and military forces began 
persecuting UES foreign professors. The government said 
that it had evidence that some foreign professors were 
involved in subversive acts. In a press conference, the 
Interior Minister, Humberto Guillermo Huertas, stated "we 
14Rene Fortin Magarfe, "Decano de Derecho Rechaza Denuncia 
Pedida por el Consejo," La Prensa Grafica, 2 March 1970 pp. 3, 
18. Fortin Magana was one of the members of the first Junta 
de Gobierno in 1960 with Fabio Castillo. 
15Consejo Superior Universitario, "Denuncia: Ante La 
Opinion Publica en el Crimen Cometido en el Licenciado Luis 
Felipe Quezada Sanchez," La Prensa Grafica. 3 April 1970, p. 
47. 
16Consejo Superior Universitario, La Prensa Grafica. 3 
April 1970, p. 47. 
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have learned about subversive plans of some political 
leaders who are advised by foreigners. [He added] if there 
is any foreigner involved in such acts he will be submitted 
to Salvadoran laws."17 Both the Defense Minister and the 
Interior Minister denied that the security forces had 
anything to do with Professor Quezada's death. 
For the UES, the situation worsened. Students began to 
protest outside the campus against the government and the 
UES. Ex-employees called the UES authorities the real 
enemies of the school. They accused Fabio Castillo of using 
the school's funds to go to "communist countries."1* They 
also criticized the students for their unfounded accusations 
for which many employees were fired. In addition to 
constant government persecution of students and professors, 
Salvadoran professional groups began to criticize the 
University, condemning the UES authorities for the manner in 
which they were handling the conflict. 
In February of 1971, Ernesto Regalado Duenas, a 
prominent business man, was kidnapped. His body was found 
three days later. The government and the security forces 
accused five students from the UES for the crime. Among the 
17Dr. Humberto Guillermo Cuestas y General Fidel Torres 
(Ministros del Interior y Defensa), "No mas Tolerancia 
anuncian ministros de Defensa e Interior, La Prensa Grafica. 
5 April 1970, p. 24. 
18Fabio went to visit European universities to request 
financial and technical support for the UES. Thanks to his 
effort he was able to allocate grants, lab equipment and to 
recruit specialists to come to the University to teach. 
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accused were Fabio Castillo's daughter and her husband. 
Another student accused of the crime was Carlos Menjivar. 
The government tried to associate him with Rafael Menjivar, 
the candidate for the Rector position at the UES. Three 
days after Regalado's kidnapping, General Jose Adalberto 
Medrano, the highest ranking military officer in the country 
and one of the "closest” friends of the President was 
arrested. In his testimony Medrano declared that he had met 
with the President General Fidel Hernandez on Friday 15 
February 1971. While talking over dinner the President told 
him about the abduction of Regalado. The President informed 
him about the distribution of a circular all over the 
country referring to the kidnapping. The President also 
referred to criminal attempts against the two of them and 
said that if one of them died the other one would be accused 
of the assassination. At that point, Medrano thought that 
those threats were absurd. They had dinner until 10:00 then 
the President left. That night security forces arrested 
Medrano. On Saturday morning the President visited Medrano 
at jail. The President informed Medrano that he was sorry 
for what was happening to him. He added that Medrano with 
other friends of the President were suspects on the 
Regalado's kidnapping. According to Medrano the President 
assured him that he did not believe it.19 
19,,Plan para Asesinar al General Medrano y FSH," La Prensa 
Grafica, 16 February 1971, p. 3. 
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After this testimony, little appeared in the media 
about Medrano's connection with the killing of Regalado. 
The government developed a lot of propaganda accusing the 
five UES students of the crime. Leaflets with their 
pictures circulated throughout the country. They were given 
the pseudonym of "the group." Carlos Menjivar became the 
primary suspect in the killing. The government offered high 
rewards for his capture. Eventually, security forces 
arrested Menjivar and the others while Medrano was let go, 
free of charges. The Regalado's case remained unsolved. 
Although the government lacked evidence to prove that the 
students accused had committed the crime, they were 
incarcerated. 
UES Elections 
Meanwhile, the situation at the UES was not getting any 
better. Different groups within and without the UES were 
seeking nominations of their candidates for the central 
offices at the University. The Federation of Professionals 
of El Salvador put forward several candidates for the 
different administrative positions open at the UES. Within 
the University, organizations campaigned for internal 
candidates. The Federation, taking advantage of the crisis 
between the students and the authorities of the UES, 
launched a negative campaign against the school's 
administration. This gave the Federation an excuse to prove 
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its point that the UES needed a new administration. The 
Rector, Jose Maria Mendez, and the University Superior 
Council (CSU) received heavy criticism for accepting most of 
the students' demands. The administration fired some deans 
and professors from different faculties. 
The government argued that the ones responsible for the 
crisis at the UES were subversive factions lead by foreign 
professors and by communist parties. On 20 February the 
elections for the central authorities became an issue for 
the entire professional community. According to an open 
letter published in different newspapers, the Federation of 
Professionals condemned the election process used at the 
UES. During the speech of Dr. Juan Allwood Paredes, the 
Federation's candidate, interruptions by students made it 
impossible for him to deliver his message. The Federation 
stated that some students and professors had offended the 
Federation candidates. They claimed that the atmosphere in 
the room became hostile. The Federation also felt that 
members of the University Assembly Council20 were under a 
lot of pressure. After listening to the last speech. 
Federation members walked out to protest the mistreatment 
2°This is the maximum electoral and normative body of the 
University. It is composed of three representatives of 
professors from each Faculty, a representative not a 
professor, from the professional associations of each Faculty 
and by a representative of the students from each Faculty. 
They will serve in the Assembly for two years. Taken from Ley 
Oraanica de la Universidad de El Salvador. Art. 11, Vol 1, 
(San Salvador: Editorial Universitaria, 1978), pp. 12, 13. 
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they had been subjected to. The elections went on without 
the Federation candidates. The UES internal candidates won 
the elections through a vote by secret ballot. The 
Federation outraged by the results, declared the elections 
illegal. The Federation decided to scrutinize the process 
and then submit its findings to the Supreme Court, which had 
the power to cancel the votes if the process did not follow 
the law. 
According to the Organic Law of the University, the 
elections were to be held publicly and not through a secret 
ballot. This new situation added to the school's internal 
conflict. The newspapers' coverage of the new 
administration nomination at the UES became an important 
issue. The government, the Association of Professionals, 
and discontented professors joined the Federation in its 
plea. The government took advantage of this situation to 
reinforce the notion that the UES was manipulated by 
communists. 
The University became a victim of many groups who had 
different political agendas.21 Its autonomy became the 
21At the beginning of the 1970s, a new left began 
developing. In contrast to the Communist Party which was 
seeking power through elections, this new left was attempting 
to achieve power by force. The group called itself Fuerzas 
Populares de Liberacion, Popular Force of Liberation (FPL). It 
was founded on 1 April 1970 by a group of individuals 
(university students and dissidents from the Communist Party) 
that were not satisfied by the Communist Party's and Fidel's 
approach. The UES became the perfect place to organize the 
masses. In November 1974 the UR-19th of July (University 
Revolutionaries 19th of July) was founded by Napoleon Romero 
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major concern of professors, students and the authorities. 
Due to internal divisions, the University became vulnerable 
to outside attacks. The Federation of Professionals became 
obsessive about taking possession of the UES administration. 
They wanted to control the school for their own professional 
ambitions. For the government, the University represented 
the evolution of political opposition to the regime in 
power, the National Conciliation Party. The government 
perceived the UES as a safe heaven for leftist factions. In 
a way the UES became a central issue in the 1972 
Presidential campaign. 
1972 Presidential Elections 
The political campaign for the Presidential elections 
became a difficult process for many opposition parties. In 
order to list their parties, they had to submit all kinds of 
documentation. The National Conciliation Party was the only 
party that did not encounter obstacles registering for 
the elections. The others had a hard time gaining approval, 
Garcia (known as Miguel Castellanos, guerrilla pseudonym) a 
psychology student at the UES until 1976. After guitting his 
studies, he continued to organize a combative student 
movement. The new left was very successful recruiting 
students for their cause. They began to take control of the 
AGEUS and the ANDES leadership. For more information see 
Courtney E. Prisk The Comandante Speaks: Memoirs of an El 
Salvador Guerrilla Leader. (Boulder, San Francisco, Oxford: 
Westview Press, 1991); Gabriel Zaid, "Enemy Colleagues: A 
Reading of the Salvadoran Tragedy,” Dissent, Winter 1982, p. 
22. 
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since the government (National Conciliation Party) 
controlled the Registration Council. 
For many months there were rumors of a coup.22 The 
government, aware of it, wanted to prevent it. Throughout 
the campaign the military forces and the ORDEN organization 
persecuted opposition party members. Many were arrested, 
tortured, and disappeared. The government accused many of 
these individuals of belonging to communist groups. 
Many students from AGEUS and other student 
organizations were involved with different political 
parties. Among the political parties were the Salvadoran 
Revolutionary Movement (MRS), the 9th May Revolutionary 
Party, the Christian Democrat Party (PCD), the National 
Democracy Unity (UDN), the Popular Unity Independent Front 
(FUPI),23 and the Salvadoran Communist Party (PCS). At one 
point these political parties realized that they could not 
win the elections as independent actors. The constant 
political persecution by the government forces weakened 
their support. On 3 September of 1971, three parties 
formed a coalition called UNO (National Democracy Unity) 
composed of MRS, PCD, and UDN parties.24 This new 
22,,Conspiracion en Mensaje Comunista Descubre el 
Gobierno," La Prensa Grafica. 25 February 1971, p. 3. 
23General Jose Adalbert© Medrano became the Presidential 
candidate for the FUPI. This is after he was released from 
jail. 
24MNR, PDC and UDN, "Manifiesto al Pueblo SalvadorefTo, ” 
La Prensa Grafica. 3 September 1971, p. 34. 
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coalition offered a strong opposition front to the 
government. The UNO coalition decided to join forces to 
save the country from dictators, imperialists and the 
military regime.25 
Professors and students of the UES fell victim to the 
political turmoil. Different union workers called for a 
general strike. The Association of Teachers in El Salvador 
(ANDES), the largest union in the country, went on strike 
to protest the work conditions of teachers. Thousands of 
UES students and other organization joined the teachers' 
demonstration. The security forces dispersed the 
demonstrators by using tear gas and physical attacks. As 
discontent increased among workers in El Salvador, so did 
the repression. The government, aware of popular 
dissatisfaction, expanded its propaganda against the UES and 
the political parties. News about international communist 
groups infiltrating El Salvador began to appear in the 
newspapers and television. The Salvadoran immigration 
office stopped approving entrance for foreign professors 
hired by the UES or CSUCA (Central American University 
Council). The security forces deported and abducted foreign 
professors living in the country. The Federation and 
Association of Professionals and internal groups kept 
25MRN, PDC and UDN, La Prensa Grafica. 3 September 1971, 
p. 34. 
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confronting the UES authorities regarding the illegal 
elections of the university authorities. 
Meanwhile, an internal conflict developed at the 
Faculty of Medicine. The University Superior Council asked 
the Dean of the School of Medicine to resign. He refused to 
leave his position. The Council then fired him and other 
professors. Students from the Faculty of Medicine rejected 
the Council's decision and began demonstrating against the 
administration. Professors and students from other 
faculties joined the School of Medicine in its fight against 
the central administration of the University. 
Amidst the internal dilemmas, the UES was an active 
participant in the political campaign by supporting the 
government opposition parties. Despite the rejection by the 
Electoral Council opposition, political parties kept trying 
to register for the presidential elections. 
On 20 February of 1972 the presidential elections took 
place. Under repression by the security forces, thousands 
of voters went to cast their ballots. Many others decided 
not to vote fearing for their lives. The media began 
announcing results around 11:00 P.M. The UNO coalition was 
getting more votes than the PCN. Shortly after the 
announcements, President Fidel Sanchez Hernandez ordered the 
media to stop announcing the vote count. Around midnight, 
Sanchez Hernandez came on the air to announce that Colonel 
Arturo Molina was winning the elections. Outraged by the 
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President's report, the UNO candidates Jose Napoleon Duarte 
and Manuel Guillermo Ungo called the election a fraud. The 
next day demonstrations throughout the country took place 
protesting the process and reguesting a recount of votes. 
It took five days to decide who had won the elections. The 
decision had to be made by the Legislative Assembly.26 
They met in a hurry and decided that the PCN candidate won 
the elections.27 After the election, the government kept up 
its anti-communist campaign against the political parties, 
particularly against the UES. 
On 25 March 1972 young military officers launched a 
coup against the government of General Fidel Sanchez 
Hernandez. These young officers disagreed with the 
fraudulent selection of Colonel Arturo Molina for the 
Presidency. Evidently, Duarte was involved in the coup. He 
went on the radio to ask the people to support the 
rebellion. The head of the coup was Colonel Benjamin Mejia, 
director of El Zapote headguarters. Apparently, General 
Adalberto Medrano also played a role on this coup d'etat. 
Soldiers involved in the coup captured President Fidel 
Sanchez Hernandez and his daughter while he was in his 
26The Legislative Assembly was made up of members of the 
National Conciliation Party. 
27"Votes in the Night," The Economist. 26 February 1972, 
Vol. 3, p. 42. Jose Napoleon Duarte, "El Momento Actual y 
Proximo Paso de el Pueblo," La Prensa Grafica. 4 March 1972, 
p. 23. 
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house.28 They brought him to El Zapote military base. He 
remained in custody until the headquarters was taken back by 
faithful military officers. More than 100 soldiers from 
both sides died. Hundreds more were injured. After the 
revolt failed, the government ordered a 30 day state of 
siege.29 Many argued that the rebellion had misfired 
because its supporters lacked the arms with which to fight. 
Military forces captured Duarte at the house of the 
Venezuela's Ambassador. He was brutally beaten. He went 
into exile to Guatemala. Colonel Benjamin Mejia abandoned 
the country. Many other coup supporters were captured and 
jailed.30 
Military Intervention into the UES 
The University became a target of the government 
repression. Students and professors were arrested, tortured 
and killed by the security forces and ORDEN. The UES became 
more vulnerable than ever because of government's 
accusations that leftist groups manipulated the school. 
The Federation of Professionals kept pressuring the Supreme 
28Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p. 86. 
29,,Ley Marcial en todo el pais se implanta,” La Prensa 
Grafica. 26 March 1972, pp. 1, 2, 3. 
30According to the military law, decree 76, the detainees 
could be sentenced to death since El Salvador was still at war 
with Honduras. Honduras and El Salvador had not yet signed a 
peace agreement during the time of the coup. "Tribunales 
militares enjuiciaran a rebeldes," La Prensa Grafica. 28 March 
1972, p. 2. 
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Court to find the election process used to elect the central 
authorities of the UES illegal. The University authorities 
meanwhile were trying to solve the internal conflicts 
between students and the different faculties. The UES 
became a focus point of El Salvador's turmoil. The 
University community began to sense that the Autonomy of the 
University was at stake. 
Through the use of the media, the school tried to 
protect its independence. But the internal chaos and the 
Federation of Professional's persistence had deeply wounded 
the school politically. The budget was drastically reduced. 
The conflict at the Faculty of Medicine came to the point of 
requesting the separation of the Faculty from the 
University. Many opposed such a request, but others who 
were looking for any opportunity to break apart the 
institution, supported it. The intensity of the School of 
Medicine's conflict became the turning point for the UES. 
On 19 July 1972 the Legislative Assembly gave control of the 
UES to the Salvadoran government. The same day the 
government took over the campus and destituted the central 
authorities. The National and Treasury Police, and the 
military forces surrounded the campus. The decision came 
about as a result of an investigation demanded by the 
Federation of Professionals regarding the illegality of the 
central administration's elections. The argument used to 
remove the central authorities and intervene in the UES was 
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that authorities broke the Organic Law of the University. 
Apparently they failed to request permission from the 
Executive Power to amend the Organic Law on the use of a 
secret ballot during the selections of administrators on 19 
February 1971. Security forces arrested the Rector and 
General Secretary of the UES at the National Palace minutes 
after the announcement was made. 
This time the government also accused the University of 
having an arsenal of weapons. The national elections had 
taken place in February of 1972. Leftist opposition groups 
joined forces to defeat the government, but the elections 
were fraudulent and the opposition parties lost. One of the 
socialist groups was the Movimiento Nacional Revolucionario 
(MNR), composed of moderate socialists associated with the 
National University.31 During the occupation the military 
arrested more than 1,000 students, faculty and staff 
including the Rector, the General Secretary and most of the 
school's Deans. The media coverage during the military 
intervention had daily articles informing of the mountains 
of Marxist-Leninist literature, "pornographic”32 material, 
weapons, handmade and professional bombs, and hiding places 
of subversives at the University. After their search, the 
31Anderson, Politics in Central America, p. 75 
32The pornographic material reported were films and 
booklets from the health program. Despite the military 
accusations that the UES had weapons, none were found. 
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military did not find any weapons on the campus.33 The 
government elected a Commission of five Salvadoran 
professionals to develop a work plan for the University. 
The plan involved the selection of new central authorities, 
new deans, and a revision of the curriculum. The students 
selected Jose Napoleon Duarte, who was in exile, for the 
position of the UES Rector. President Molina stated that he 
did not oppose Duarte's candidacy. He added that it was a 
question of competition and that the General Assembly would 
be the one to make the decision.34 On 5 July 1973 the 
University reopened. The Commission appointed Dr. Juan 
Allwood Paredes to become Rector and Dr. Carlos Alfaro 
Castillo35 to become Vice-Rector. The UES reopened and 
began functioning under the new administration. Students 
kept demonstrating and organizing the people against the 
repressive government of General Arturo Molina. Meanwhile, 
the government continued repressing the students' 
organizations. And on 30 August 1974 Allwood Paredes 
33Consejo Superior Universitario Centro Americano, 
"Informe Sobre UES” Revista Jornada (San Jose, Costa Rica, 
August 1972). According to Comandante Miguel Castellano, 
former member of the Popular Force of Liberation (FPL) and 
founder of the University Revolutionaries 19th of July [UR 19 
de Julio] there were no weapons at the UES, then. See Prisk, 
The Comandante Speaks. p. 13. 
34”Rector de la ”U” sera electo,” La Prensa Grafica. 31 
May 1973, p. 3? 22 June 1973, p. 3; 27 June 1973, p. 3. 
35Alfaro Castillo was one of the large landowners in El 
Salvador. Dunkerly, The Long War, p. 92. 
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resigned from his post as Rector. He claimed that the UES 
was ungovernable.36 Dr. Alfaro Castillo substituted for 
Paredes. 
According to Napoleon Romero Garcia, who is known as 
Miguel Castellano, former Comandante of the FMLN, in 
November 1974 he and a group of students founded an 
organization called UR-19th July. This organization was 
dedicated to creating a combative student movement. They 
disagreed with the passivist line that the Communist Party 
was following. In 1975, the Popular Liberation Force 
(FPL)37 recruited him because of the work he was doing with 
the student movement at the UES. Castellano was a 
psychology major at the UES then. His task was to keep 
organizing the students at the University of El Salvador. 
The UR—19th of July tried to achieve this through taking 
over the leadership of AGEUS and ANDES (teachers union).38 
The left, disenchanted by the electoral process, 
decided to create a "New Left" approach. This new movement 
was geared to work with the masses, to organize and to 
mobilize when needed. 
36Proyecto UCA, p. 149. 
37Left organization founded on 1 April 1970 by Cayetano 
Carpio. In 1980, it became one of the five organizations that 
composed the FMLN. Prisk, The Comandante Speaks, p. 17. 
38Prisk, The Comandante Speaks, pp. 12, 14. 
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Miss Universe 1975 
In 1975, the Salvadoran elite, in its desire to 
increase its wealth, engaged the country in a 1.5 million 
investment: the celebration of the Miss Universe contest. 
The government saw this as an opportunity to call the 
world's attention to the "Pulgarcito of America."39 
Disgusted by the amount of money the government used to 
finance such an event, the UES students protested 
tirelessly. On 19 July 1975 leftist groups placed a bomb at 
the National Tourist Office to protest the contest. One 
pedestrian was injured by the blast. The night before 
students from the UES painted buildings with red slogans 
attacking the government.40 The student demonstrations 
increased in number and participants. On 30 July 1975 
military forces attacked a 2,000 student demonstration. At 
least 37 students were killed, many wounded and others 
arrested or disappeared.41 
This event provoked unrest with the Government of 
Colonel Armando Molina. Among the protesters were students, 
church leaders, military officers and peasants. The 
peasants expected the Molina government to work on the 
39Smallest country in Central America. 
4°nprotest Bombing in El Salvador," The New York Times. 
20 July 1975, p. 7. 
41"Unrest Growing in El Salvador," The New York Times. 10 
August 1975, p. 19. Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p. 
89; Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 33. 
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Agrarian Reform. They criticized the government and the 
oligarchy for spending money on the Miss Universe contest 
while neglecting their needs. The majority of the peasants 
lived on farms owned by rich landowners. Their monthly 
income was $9.60.42 The Miss Universe Pageant contest 
became a turning point for many peasants. Influenced by 
leftists groups, they began demanding an agrarian reform, 
one promised long ago. 
President Molina aware of his unpopularity among most 
of the people decided to launch a radical Agrarian Reform. 
The proposed agrarian reform benefitted the peasants but not 
the oligarchy, who owned 60 percent of El Salvador's 
agricultural land. The elite criticized the government for 
such a proposal and refused to obey the new law. Since the 
military was behind the government on this reform, the rich 
landowners armed themselves to protect their lands from 
being taken. Because of their ferocity in defending their 
wealth, soon Molina backed off from the plan. He began 
repressing the peasants' movement. As a result of this 
Agrarian Reform controversy, Molina lost support from all 
sides.43 
42,,Unrest Growing in El Salvador,” The New York Times, 10 
August 1975, p. 19. 
43See "Unrest Growing in El Salvador,” The New York Times, 
10 August 1975, p. 19? "In El Salvador, 'The Peasants Live 
Like Serfs in Europe 400 Years Ago,'" The New York Times, 27 
August 1975, p. 15; Proyecto UCA, p. 146; Anderson, Politics 
in Central America, p. 78. 
A University in Crisis 
Under the government administration the UES was not 
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progressing academically. The power struggle between the 
new authorities and the different faculties, division within 
the University Superior Council, and radicalization of the 
students made the UES impossible to govern. This became one 
of the UES's most violence years.44 The University Superior 
Council and the General Assembly became ineffective. There 
was not control or censor to stop the violence and to work 
on issues of disagreement between the administration and the 
different schools. In October, a shootout on campus between 
the UES security guards and demonstrators left two killed 
and others wounded. As a result, the UES closed down. 
On 20 February 1977 presidential elections were held. 
The candidate by the National Conciliation party, General 
Carlos Humberto Romero won the elections against the UNO 
candidate. Colonel Ernesto Claramount Rozeville. This 
presidential election like the one in 1972 was fraudulent. 
The entire country experienced violence from both the left 
and the right. The UES was not an exception. It remained 
closed for six months. 
In March 1977, the UES reopened under a government 
organization called CAPUES (Provisional Council of the UES). 
CAPUES was composed of members of the right wing. They 
governed the UES under an authoritarian system. CAPUES 
44Proyecto UCA, p. 153. 
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fired many deans, professors and staff administrators. The 
UES lost all sense of academic work or scientific research. 
It became a battleground for the right and the left. On 16 
September of 1977 the interim Rector, Alfaro Castillo, was 
killed. A reactionary group put out a circular taking 
responsibility for his death. The violence kept escalating 
at the UES and so did the repression by its administration. 
The abuses committed by CAPUES ended when Dr. Carlos A. 
Rodriguez, Dean of the Economics Faculty was killed in 
September of 1978.45 A human rights report sent to the 
Secretary of State by the U.S. Ambassador in El Salvador 
informed Washington about the tensions at the UES. On 12 
September a group of mathematics students organized a rally 
on campus. As a result of the rally violence broke out for 
a few days, leaving several dead and missing. On 19 
September Maria Orbelina Argueta Salmeron was wounded during 
the disorder at the University. She was taken out of the 
hospital by the National Police without the doctors 
permission.46 Through investigations of the incidents, 
evidence was found that implicated the authorities and the 
45Proyecto UCA, p. 153. 
46Human Rights Report, September 1978. Telegram from the 
U.S. Ambassador in El Salvador to the Secretary of State. 
National Security Archive collection. 
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Rector of the UES (CAPUES) in the death of Dr. Carlos 
Rodriguez and one student. The government replaced 
CAPUES.47 
Since the UES was left without central administration, 
the Deans of the different faculties shared the 
responsibilities. President Humberto Romero pressured by 
the U.S President Jimmy Carter, was forced to open up 
political space. He proposed a Legislative decree which 
allowed the University community to elect its own 
administration, through a Provisional Directive Council 
(CDP) .48 
The Council organized the elections to select the 
central administration of the UES. On 5 February 1979 
Eduardo Bardia Serra became the Rector. Bardia Serra 
developed a plan to help the University's situation. Due to 
unrest inside the school, his plan was never implemented. 
The division between students' organizations and 
administrative divisions did not provide the space for 
academic development. Two major student organizations 
fighting for student support brought chaos to the school. 
They both competed for territory by taking over 
administration buildings including the Rector's office. 
47Proyecto UCA, p. 154. 
48Victor Valle, Un Espeio Roto en los 1980's. (San 
Salvador: CINAS, 1991), p. 15. Valle presented this work at 
the LASA Conference on 4-6 April 1991, Washington, D.C. (Panel 
358, "El Salvador: The Legacy of the 1980's."; Proyecto UCA, 
p. 154. 
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The war between these two student organizations weakened the 
UES chances to recuperate from its ordeal. In June 1979, 
Bardia Serra, overwhelmed by the burden of directing the 
school, resigned from his post as Chancellor of the UES. 
Luis Argueta Antillon succeeded him. 
Another Coup d'etat (15 October 1979^ 
El Salvador's odyssey seems not to end. The country 
slid into a civil war. Hundreds of people died and many 
others were wounded or disappeared as a result of political 
unrest. Leftist organizations, unhappy with the government 
oppression against most of the people, created a 
revolutionary force. This Left coalition counterattacked 
the government security forces. Many government officials, 
economic elites, members of the military and the government 
became targets. But the people who paid the highest price 
were the civilians, among them church leaders, union 
workers, peasants, and the UES community, particularly 
students. The government saw the UES as a safe haven for 
the Left. 
Military officials were also discontented with the 
government. On 15 October 1979 young military officials, 
joined by intellectuals, launched a coup against the 
government of Romero. Colonel Arnaldo Majano, Colonel Jaime 
Abdul Gutierrez, Dr. Roman Mayorga (Rector of UCA), Dr. 
Guillermo Manuel Ungo (Socio-democrat), Engineer Mario 
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Andino (Private Sector) formed the Junta Revolucionaria de 
Gobierno (Government Revolutionary Junta). The University 
of El Salvador declined to participate in the coup when 
asked by the organizers. Overwhelmed by internal unrest the 
UES decided to concentrate on solving its problems and not 
on increasing them. 
The Revolutionary Junta proposed economic development, 
an agrarian reform, new presidential elections, the 
elimination of repressive groups such as ORDEN and an end to 
the blood bath in the country.49 Lamentably, the Junta 
lacked political experience. It also lacked the support of 
the different partisan organizations who were fighting for 
power and not for unity.50 Due to differences between its 
civilian members and the military officers, the civilians 
resigned from it. Two and a half months later a new Junta 
took power. Colonel Majano and Gutierrez remained in the 
second Junta. Jose Napoleon Duarte, Jose Morales Erlich 
both from the Christian Democrat Party and Ruben Zamora 
became members of the second Junta. This new government, 
49Marcel A. Salamin C. , El Salvador: Sin Piso y Sin Techo, 
(no country indicated) Editorial La Oveja Negra, 1981), p. 22. 
The book is located at the Library of Congress in Washington. 
5°Dialogue Between U.S. Ambassador to El Salvador, Robert 
White, and Dr. Tommie Sue Montgomery. "U.S. Response to Crisis 
in El Salvador," Latin American and Caribbean Center, Florida 
International University, 8 October 1980. 
like the previous Junta, proposed economic development, an 
agrarian reform to stop the violence, and presidential 
elections. 
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Chapter Summary 
The 1970's represented a decade of political and 
economic challenges for the UES. The division among 
students, faculties and the central authority made the 
University powerless. The political control of the country 
rested on the hands of the oligarchy and the military, 
leaving no political space for other groups. Anticommunism, 
frequently invoked as an excuse to violate the autonomy of 
the University, became the ultimate weapon of the 
government throughout the decade. Students confused by 
their own internal divisions began fighting their school 
instead of the real enemy, the oligarchy, who controlled the 
army through the economy. 
Despite the attacks against the UES, the student 
population increased dramatically throughout the decade. 
Despite military threats and assaults many students kept 
registering at the UES. The University was the only school 
many could afford. From 6,500 students in 1970 the school 
enrollment went up to 23,400 in 1979. The increase in 
enrollment occurred as a result of the "open door system," a 
process that allowed thousands of students who met the 
requirements to register. Many students saw this as an 
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opportunity to pursue their education. The common areas 
system that had placed students in basic courses disappeared 
in 1971, due to student unrest. 
During the 1970s the UES had nine rectors. The 
government took control of the University between 1973 - 
1978. Throughout that period four right-wing rectors 
administered the school. The first two resigned, finding it 
difficult to govern the UES, the third rector was killed. 
The last right-wing administration had to leave office for 
accused complicity in the death of the Economics Faculty 
dean. This last administration enjoyed the largest budget 
ever to be given to the school. Unfortunately, some of them 
used the money for personal investments and not for the 
University's academic development. The UES lost its 
autonomy, its vision and its statutes. The government 
decided to weaken the school. The students unwittingly 
facilitated that process, since many concentrated on 
fighting the different school administrations and fighting 
among themselves instead of fighting the oligarchy. 
For forty years the elite, with the military's help, 
had controlled El Salvador. The elite wanted to keep 
control of the country's wealth at any price. The UES's 
intellectuals represented an opposition. Members of the 
oligarchy thought that the only way to stop the UES was 
through repression. The willingness of the military and the 
government to do so became obvious. The military violated 
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the school's autonomy in 1972, followed by "government 
takeover" of the school until 1978. The University 
community, however, did not give up easily, nor did the 
Church or the peasants, who kept struggling against the 
elite and the military oppression. 
Three different military high ranking officers became 
presidents of the country in three fraudulent elections. 
The three of them promised an Agrarian Reform that none 
could carry out due to pressures from the elite. As 
popular discontent grew, so did government and military 
oppression. The decade of the 1970s ended with a coup 
d'etat. The young military officers with the help of 
intellectuals and frustrated politicians carried out the 
rebellion. The UES however, declined to participate in the 
coup. 
The coalition formed by the military and intellectuals 
soon broke apart, due to a conflict of interests. Their 
decision-making process was slow. Meanwhile the country was 
bleeding due to the fighting between the left and the right. 
The revolution in Nicaragua inspired frustrated Salvadorans 
who knew that the electoral system had not worked in El 
Salvador. 
The UES ended the decade with a new rector, Feliz 
Ulloa, elected by the University community. This time 
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everyone agreed on his election. For the first time in the 
decade the UES community had agreed on something. The 
election of Ulloa looked promising. 
Chapter 5 
DECADE OF THE 1980s AND BEYOND 
Introduction 
During the decade of the 1960s the University evolved 
academically and economically. During this time, it gained 
a solid reputation among the Latin American universities. 
In the decade of the 1970s, however, that development 
stopped. In contrast, the student population grew 
substantially. By the end of 1979 more than 26,000 students 
were enrolled at the UES. This increase reflected a 
tremendous growth in the number of students in secondary 
schools. The University of El Salvador became the only 
affordable school for many families.1 Despite its internal 
and external conflicts, the UES represented educational 
opportunity for the majority of Salvadorans. 
The 1980s began with the country involved in a civil 
war. Many Leftist groups inspired by the Nicaraguan 
Revolution opted for taking a revolutionary approach to 
"liberate” El Salvador from the military regime and from the 
^ost of the students at the UES are the children of 
middle and low income families. Ninety percent of El Sal¬ 
vador's population is poor. Most parents cannot afford to 
send their children to college. Bonner, Weakness and Deceit,; 
Anderson, Politics in Central America, Matanza? Montgomery, 
Revolution in El Salvador. These three writers talk about the 
monopoly of the oligarchy in El Salvador and how the political 
system has always benefitted them. 
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domination of its ruling oligarchy. They gained strength 
and became a strong armed force against the military and the 
government.2 
The price paid by the Salvadorans was incalculable. 
Students, Church members, worker's unions, and opposition 
party leaders found themselves caught between the left and 
the right. On one hand, the right wanted to keep control of 
the country at any price. On the other, the left wanted to 
recruit a large number of Salvadorans to support its cause. 
More than 75,000 people died, and thousands disappeared 
during this decade. More than one million people had been 
displaced from their homes.3 The Salvadoran people blame 
both the left and the right for the killings. 
Once again the University of El Salvador fell victim to 
the polarized politics of the country. The military 
occupied its campus for four years. And after reopening, 
the UES became subject to many military abuse. 
No one escaped these ten years of civil war in El 
Salvador. The military even targeted members of the Church. 
Many Church members were killed under the excuse of having 
helped guerrillas. In 1980, Archbishop Romero was killed 
while saying mass. Before him, however, other priests had 
2Douglas Farah, "In El Salvador, the message to rebel is 
negotiation, not insurrection,” The Boston Globe, 25 December 
1988, p. A19; Chris Norton "Salvadoran Rebels Woo Peasants," 
The Christian Science Monitor. 7 February 1989, p. 3. 
3Tim Golden, "Salvadoran Talks Continue at U.N. in Bid 
for Peace," The New York Times. 1 January 1992. pp. 1, 7. 
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been killed. The University of Central America (UCA) fell 
victim to violence throughout the decade, even more so, when 
the military forces assassinated six Jesuits, their maid, 
and her daughter. 
The civil war in El Salvador commanded world attention. 
The country began to receive pressure from international 
organizations to solve its problems. Human rights 
activists, such as Americas Watch, Amnesty International, 
Faculty Committee for Human Rights in El Salvador (FACHRES), 
and Center for Information and Documentation in El Salvador 
(CIDES) opened offices in that country to monitor human 
rights violations.4 Among others, groups like CISPES (the 
Committee in Solidarity with the People of El Salvador), the 
Salvadoran Refugees Organization, and Committee of the 
Disappeared and Assassinated of El Salvador (COMADRES) 
compiled information that was disseminated thought the 
United States and the world. 
Elections took place in 1982, 1984, 1988, and 1989.5 
In 1984, for the first time in 50 years El Salvador elected 
4For more information see the Human Rights Directory; 
Latin America. Africa. Asia. (Washington, D. C., 1981), pp. 
41-47; Laurie S. Wiseberg and Hazel Sirett, HRI_,_North 
American Human Right Directory, U.S., (Canada, 1984), p. 101. 
Most of the Human Rights organizations have offices in El 
Salvador and outside the country. The purpose of all these 
organizations is to diffuse information about human rights 
violations and socio-political events in El Salvador. 
5The elections for the National Assembly were held in 
1982 and 1988. Presidential elections were held in 1984 and 
1989. 
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a civilian president.6 Engineer Jose Napoleon Duarte took 
office in February of 1980 as the head of a third Civilian- 
Military Junta7, after members of the first and second 
Junta submitted their resignations. Duarte, however, did 
not hold any power. Many of his supporters from the center- 
left criticized him for taking the position. The right and 
the military, aware that the United States would only 
provide military aid if they had civilians in the 
government, selected Duarte.8 
Unfortunately, the political situation had become so 
polarized that the guerrillas opted to take power through a 
revolution, instead of supporting Duarte's powerless 
position. As a result, in 1980 many leftist groups and 
political parties founded the Farabundo Marti National 
Liberation Front (FMLN),9 a strong movement that decided to 
6Jose Napoleon Duarte from the Christian Democrat Party 
won the elections of 1982 and 1984. Alfredo Christiani from 
the National Republican Alliance (ARENA) won the elections of 
1989. 
7The first Junta came about after the 1979 coup. 
8See Dunkerley, The Long War, p. 173; Dunkerley, Power in 
the Isthums. (London, New York: Verso, 1988), p. 382; 
Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador. 174; Robert Armstrong 
and Janet Shenk, El Salvador: The Face of Revolution. (Boston: 
South End Press, 1982), pp. 138-140. 
9 The FMLN movement was born on 10 October 1980 when five 
leftists organizations decided to join and form a coalition 
against the government. This integration happened as a result 
of the oppression that the majority of the people had 
experienced throughout the history of El Salvador. The name 
is in memory of Farabundo Marti. More information can be 
found in La Matanza. book written by Anderson, p. 100; 
Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p. 132; Bonner, 
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fight in order to take the leadership of the country. Some 
students and professors from the UES joined the FMLN.10 
Throughout this decade the United States supported the 
military in El Salvador. President Carter tried to 
strengthen the Salvadoran military to prevent a revolution 
like the one that had taken place in Nicaragua. After 
President Reagan took office in 1981, the military aid 
increased substantially. 
However, not everyone in the U.S. supported U.S. 
policy in El Salvador. Many North Americans, including some 
senators, accused the Reagan administration of perpetuating 
the civil war in El Salvador under the excuse of avoiding 
another Nicaragua.11 
In July 1981, Gerry Studds, Democratic congressman from 
Massachusetts, proposed a Human Rights bill to the U.S. 
Congress opposing military aid to El Salvador. The bill had 
86 reasons why the United States should not send military 
aid. One of the reasons stated: 
"Providing Military Aid to the security 
forces of El Salvador will never reform those 
forces; it will only encourage them to 
continue functioning as they have in the 
past. U.S. military aid is a polarizing 
factor which makes the likelihood of a 
Weakness and Deceit, p. 96. 
10Prisk, The Comandante Speaks, pp. 15-18. 
xlDunkerly, The Long War, p. 122. 
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peaceful resolution of the political differences 
which exist in El Salvador less likely with each 
passing day." 12 
Throughout the decade the United States gave El 
Salvador more than six billion dollars in military aid.13 
Stirrings of Revolution 
On 11 January 1980, all leftist organizations including 
the Communist Party and guerrillas groups (popular 
organizations) called a press conference to announce their 
unity.14 They formed the Revolutionary Coordination of the 
Masses (CRM) association. The press conference was held at 
the auditorium of the Law School at the UES.15 While 
there, they announced a mass march to be held on 22 January. 
On 22 January 1980, more than 200,000 peaceful marchers 
from all over El Salvador took over the streets of the 
capital to protest the repression and to demand human 
“Letter written on 1 July 1981 by Gerry E. Studds, to 
Congress about sponsoring the Human Rights Bill 1509, a 
measure containing 86 reasons to terminate military aid to El 
Salvador. 1 July 1981, Reason 28, p. 11. Copy of this letter 
can be found at the National Security Archives, Washington, 
D.C. Microfiche on El Salvador, no. 287-288, Document no. 
01837. Hereafter Studds, 1981. 
“Charles Lane, "The War That Will Not End," The New 
Republic. 16 October 1989, p. 23. 
“Jose Napoleon Duarte with Diana Page, Duarte, (New York: 
G.P. Putnam's Sons, 1986), p. 111. 
“Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p. 128.; Bonner, 
Weakness and Deceits. p. 96. 
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services.16 While they were marching, an airplane sprayed 
them with insecticide. The National Guard and Police 
interrupted the march by firing on the protesters. 
According to a report by the Salvadoran Human Rights 
Commission, at least sixty-seven people died and hundreds 
were injured.17 The police attacked the participants as 
they approached the National Palace. Many of the marchers 
took refuge at the UES. The military surrounded the campus 
and tried to capture all of those inside. The Junta de 
Gobierno,18 however, prevented them from entering the 
UES.19 
On 14 February 1980 the National Police and National 
Guard assaulted the UES East Campus. They looted and 
destroyed its equipment. One student was killed. The UES, 
through the media, condemned the government and the military 
for these actions.20 Students and professors continued to 
16This march commemorated the anniversary of the 1932 
Massacre. Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 170. 
17Amrstrong, El Salvador: The Face of Revolution, pp. 136- 
7. For more information about the outcome of this march 
consult Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p. 128; 
Anderson, Politics in Central America, p. 93. 
18This was the second Junta to be in place after the coup 
of 15 October 1979. From the military Colonel Majano and 
Gutierrez, executors of the coup, Ruben and Mario Zamora and 
Antonio Morales Ehrlich representatives of the Christian 
Democrats, Hector Dada and Ramon Avalos Navarrete. All of 
them with the exception of Colonel Gutierrez resigned from the 
Junta in March 1980. 
19Proyecto UCA, p. 177. 
2°Proyecto UCA, p. 176. 
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disappear while others remained prisoners. According to the 
General University Association (AGU), the pressure by the 
military increased public support for the rebel movement.21 
On 9 March 1980 a third Junta de Gobierno was 
nominated. This time Jose Napoleon Duarte headed it. 
Duarte, however did not hold any power nor did any of the 
other civilians on the Junta. The power remained with the 
military.22 The armed forces were under Colonel Gutierrez 
and the National Guard, Treasury and National Police under 
Colonel Guillermo Garcia. They represented the military on 
the Junta. 
The UES as well as the Church became military 
targets.23 The UCA accused the government of committing 
human rights violations. Archbishop Oscar Arnulfo Romero 
denounced the repression by both the government and the 
military against the majority of the Salvadorans.24 On 24 
March while saying mass. Archbishop Romero became another 
21Proyecto UCA, p. 195. 
22Studds, 1981, Reason 19, p. 6. 
230n 2 December 1980, some military officers raped and 
killed four Maryknoll nuns. They were accused of helping the 
guerrillas. Although the evidence demonstrated who committed 
the crimes, no real attempt to bring the guilty ones to trial 
was made up to 1984. See Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 75- 
78; Armstrong, El Salvador: The Face of Revolution, p. 176. 
24In a letter written to President Carter, Archbishop 
Romero made a plea to the United States not to send military 
aid to El Salvador. Romero claimed that the aid contributed 
to more violence. See Anderson, Politics in Central America, 
p. 97.? Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 171. 
98 
victim of the evolving civil war.25 His assassination 
stirred all sectors, national and international. People in 
El Salvador took to the streets in protest. During Romero's 
funeral, troops opened fire against the people while they 
were walking in front of the National Cathedral. Forty of 
the 80,000 mourners were killed. The UES published two 
articles accusing the military of Archbishop Romero's death. 
Jose Napoleon Duarte, member of the third Junta, stated that 
the killings could have been done by the left or the right 
to provoke more violence. The next day the United States 
approved $55 million in military aid for El Salvador.26 
On 19 April 1980, the National Guard shot and wounded 
Angel Erasmo Figueroa, a professor from the UES. While he 
was in the operating room in the San Rafael Hospital in 
Santa Tecla, the National Guard entered the medical building 
and shot him to death.27 
The UES, overwhelmed by the country's crisis, supported 
the center-left as many other organizations did. On 30 
April 1980, the University became a member of a political 
front called Frente Democratico Revolucionario (FDR), 
25Many claimed that Roberto D'Aubuisson ordered the 
assassination of Archbishop Romero. 
26Dunkerly, The Long War, p. 157. 
27Americas Watch, El Salvador's Decade of Terror. (New 
Haven and London: Yale University Press, 1991), p. 42. 
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Democratic Revolutionary Front.28 The University became 
the primary place for holding the meetings of the new 
political movement. The FDR leaders knew that the UES was 
the only place safe to meet in the country. Since all the 
popular organizations29 had their offices at the UES, and 
the meeting to found the FDR was held at the UES.30 
Under the Salvadoran Constitution the University's 
autonomy protects it from government or military 
intervention. Aware of this fact, the FDR met on campus to 
organize the largest strike in the country's history. On 
25-26 June 1980, the Revolutionary Coordinator of the Masses 
280n 11 April 1980, political parties, student 
association, UES, unions groups, small business, professionals 
and technicians and with UCA and the Catholic Church as 
observers formed the FDR. See Montgomery, Revolution in El 
Salvador, p. 133; Proyecto UCA, p. 177. 
29The leaders of popular organizations like MPS, MNR, RN 
(FARN), EPL, FPL PRTC, and PCS can be traced at the UES. Five 
top leaders of the FMLN at one point were affiliated with the 
UES. (Commander Cayetano Carpio (FPL) used to live on Campus; 
Commander Roberto Roca (PRTC) UES student; Commander Shakif 
Handal(FAL) UES student, former member of the PCS; Commander 
Fermin Cienfuegos (FARN), UES student; Commander Joaquin 
Villalobos (ERP) UES student). For more information see 
Kinloch C. Walpole Jr. The Isolation of El Salvador in the 
International Arena. Doctoral Dissertation, University of 
Florida, 1987, p. 51. 
30Armstrong, El Salvador: The Face of Revolution, p. 164.; 
Kinloch C. Walpole Jr. The Isolation of El Salvador in the 
International Arena, p. 50. 
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(CRM) paralyzed all work sectors for forty eight hours.31 
The next day, the military, National and Treasury Police 
invaded the UES. 
Intervention of the UES. 1980-1984 
According to a university editorial published at the 
UES, soldiers, dressed as civilians, went into the campus a 
few minutes before the assault to provoke the attack.32 
The army opened fire on the students, faculty and the 
administration. Fifty students were killed and faculty as 
well as students were captured and tortured. Many of the 
school's facilities were also destroyed including 
laboratories, tools, archives, students' records and the 
library. The UES, with the support of many Salvadorans and 
International organizations, demanded the immediate re¬ 
opening of the school. The government and the military, 
however, did not respond to the plea. 
After the takeover, the government began a propaganda 
campaign against the UES. The military did not find any 
weapons or bombs. The Army did state, however, that its 
soldiers had discovered tunnels, secrets paths that 
connected the UES to a nearby shantytown, torture rooms, 
31Dunkerly, The Long War, p. 166; Montgomery, Revolution 
in El Salvador, p. 134. 
32,,Documentos Sobre la Historia de la Universidad de El 
Salvador, Cuadernos de Divulaacion Universitaria, February 
1986 p. 14. 
101 
electric subversive installations, a subversive press, and a 
clandestine cemetery. Others said later that these 
discoveries turned out to be water pipes, labs, the UES 
press, and examining rooms that belonged to the Medical 
School. Many refused to believe the accusations.33 
The intervention and destruction of the UES by the 
military forces affected the educational future of El 
Salvador. Because of the military occupation, in September 
some graduates received their diplomas in the auditorium of 
the University Central Americana (UCA). Meanwhile the UES 
authority continued to press for the recuperation of the 
campus. On 26 October 1980, two months after the takeover, 
armed men shot the Rector of the UES, Feliz Ulloa. He died 
two days later as a result of his wounds.34 On 27 
November 1980, 200 military officers and police surrounded a 
Jesuit high school where five leaders of the FDR prepared 
for a press conference. Twenty heavily armed men entered 
the building and captured the five leaders. Around 
midnight, their bodies were found. They had all been 
33See Norma Herrera, "Cronica de una Universidad 
Intervenida," Porque se Lucha en El Salvador?, (ALDHU (Latin 
American Human Rights Association),(n.p.) 1983), p. 113; 
Anderson, Politics in Central America, p. 99. 
34See "La Identidad de la Universidad: 145 Anos,” La 
Universidad. February 1986, p. 27? Anderson, Politics—in 
Central America, pp. 99, 102. 
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extensively mutilated.35 All five were associated with the 
University of El Salvador.36 
The death of these six leaders was a great loss to the 
rebels. In December the FMLN/FDR decided to join forces and 
prepared for the "final offensive." On 10 January 1981, the 
rebels launched their attack. They called on the people to 
rise up and join them. The rebels overestimated the support 
of the people, and the outcome was not as expected. The 
offensive did not succeed. Afterward the FMLN stated that 
they overestimated their triumph.37 
The University Refuses to Die. 1980-1984 
During this time, the University went into a period 
known as "La Universidad en Exilio" (The University in 
Exile). Throughout 1980-84, the UES continued to function, 
though the faculty and the administration were denied the 
use of their campus. Classes were held under tents, on 
sidewalks, or in rented buildings.38 Although many 
professors and students left the country or went to work for 
private schools, the majority stayed and struggled to 
35Armstrong, El Salvador: The Face of Revolution, p. 172. 
36Norma Herrera, Porque se Lucha en El Salvador? , p. 111. 
37Armstrong, El Salvador: The Face of Revolution, p. 184; 
Montgomery, Revolution in El Salvador, p, 138. 
38Personal interview with Maribel Rosales, Assistant to 
the Secretary of International Relations at the UES, 29 July 
1988. 
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maintain the school. The UES received limited support from 
the government during this period.39 Many citizens offered 
their homes as classrooms and provided food for the UES 
community. 
Due to the closure of the University of El Salvador, 
many new universities opened throughout El Salvador. At 
least 29 began functioning. Some educators and 
entrepreneurs saw the closure of the UES as a market for 
profit.40 Many of the new universities equipped their 
classrooms and labs with supplies from the UES that they had 
purchased from the National Guard.41 The military had sold 
most of the UES equipment during the occupation of the 
school. Not all the schools were financially successful, 
however. According to Victor Manuel Valle, he even saw an 
ad in the newspaper announcing the selling of one of the new 
universities. Apparently, the owner was not doing as well 
as he had expected.42 
39More than 7,000 university employees were left jobless. 
The UES, however, managed to keep paying their salaries. 
4°Fabio Castillo stated "Obviously these are not real 
universities, but centers that give or sell titles without 
achieving academic work as expected at the university level.” 
See Castillo, Cartas Salvadorenas. March 1985, p. 21. 
41Comments made by the Rector Miguel Angel Parada. See 
Chris Hedges, "Salvador University, closed by Army, opens 
after 4 years. The Christian Science Monitor. 10 September 
1984, p. 9. 
42Victor Manuel Valle, paper presented at the 1991 LASA 
conference, 2-6 April 1991. 
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While kept from using its campus, the UES managed to 
operate on a limited budget. Throughout the occupation, the 
school used all its reserve money to cover salaries, to pay 
rent for facilities outside the campus, and to purchase 
didactic materials. The government restricted the UES 
budget to its minimum. In February of 1981 the government 
froze the School's budget with the exception of salaries.43 
Ever after this the situation worsened for the UES due to 
further changes in the government. 
In February 1981, the military arrested the members of 
the University Superior Council while they were preparing a 
work plan for the 1981-82 academic year. Since no attempt 
had been made by the government to reopen the school, the 
CSU had decided to prepare a plan to keep the UES 
functioning while in exile. Not finding evidence of any 
wrongdoing by CSU members, the Treasury Police searched 
their houses. According to a police report, they found 
ammunition in the home of one of the CSU members. The 
police claimed that the wives, daughters and sons of the 
detainee signed an affidavit denouncing the findings. Many 
people did not believe the police report due to internal 
43The Government Revolutionary Junta issued a mandate. 
Under Decree 603, Art. 2, the UES had officially closed. As 
a result, the salaries of its officials (rector, vice-rector, 
fiscal, general secretary, external auditor, deans, assistant 
deans, and directors of the regional centers) were suspended. 
Proyecto UCA, p. 183. 
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inconsistencies. Forty-six days later the CSU members were 
released, free of charges.44 
In March of 1982, elections to elect the country's 
Constituent Assembly took place. Although the Christian 
Democrats had more votes than any other party, the right 
wing parties (ARENA and PCN) joined their ballots, 
nominating their members for the different posts. Roberto 
D'Aubuisson became the head of the Assembly. As a result, 
in April, Duarte lost his position and Alvaro Magana, a 
businessman, became the provisional president. The new 
government began to exercise its power immediately. 
Thousands of peasants were evicted from their lands.45 The 
University's opportunity to reopen vanished with this new 
government. However, the UES community kept functioning 
outside its campus. It found support from universities and 
organizations from all around the globe, including the 
United States. 
44Norma Herrera, Porque se Lucha en El Salvador?. p. 117. 
Proyecto UCA, pp. 194-5. 
45Many peasants had obtained land as one of the components 
of the Agrarian Reform implemented under the second Junta on 
3 March 1980. Many peasants who tried to claim land under the 
reform were killed. One of the principal authors of the 
Agrarian Reform, Jorge Villacorta Muftoz stated in his letter 
of resignation as Undersecretary of Agriculture on March 1980, 
"In reality, from the first moment that the implementation of 
the agrarian reform began, what we saw was a sharp increase in 
official violence against the very peasants who were the 
supposed 'beneficiaries' of the process." See Studds, 1981, 
Reason 17, p. 8.; Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 199.; 
Americas Watch, El Salvador's Decade of Terror, p. 143. 
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In a letter written on 22 December 1983, by Dr. 
Napoleon Eugenio Cardenas, Minister of Health in El 
Salvador, to Mr. Degata, Director of the Agency for 
International Development (AID) in El Salvador, Cardenas 
addressed the situation of the UES, particularly that of the 
School of Medicine. He discussed the closure of the UES and 
indicated that the University could not reopen due to the 
political situation in the country. Cardenas explained in 
detail how the UES and the School of Medicine had managed to 
keep functioning outside its campus. He also emphasized 
that the budget assigned by the government varied according 
to the country's economy. He indicated that the UES had 
graduated 566 new physicians since its closure on 26 June 
1980. This figure exceeded prior graduations, he added. He 
also noted that despite the school's limitations by not 
being on its campus, "we are proud of the work both the 
faculty and the student body have done."46 He also 
indicated that some students had taken classes in their 
houses through the television, thanks to the assistance of 
the Department of Education. Because of the students' 
46Letter written by M. Peter McPherson to the Chair of the 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations, Clarence D. Long. 6 
February 1984. Enclosed was a letter written on 22 December 
1983 by Dr. Napoleon Eugenio Cardenas, El Salvador Minister of 
Health to the Director of the AID Mission explaining the 
situation of the UES. This letter can be found at the National 
Security Archives Washington, D.C., Microfiche on El Salvador 
no. 717, Document 04542. Hereafter McPherson, 1984. 
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desire to keep the school functioning, they agreed to pay an 
additional 50 colones in tuition. 
According to Cardenas, he, as a professor of the School 
of Medicine, felt the burden of not having the adequate 
facilities or the physical space to educate the future 
physicians of El Salvador. In the letter, he explained of 
an agreement between the government through the Health 
Department and the UES through the School of Medicine to 
help develop the Medical Faculty. The responsibilities47 
of the Ministry of Health were as follows: 
A. To provide the health facilities necessary for 
teaching activities of the Faculty of Medicine, in 
accordance with the functional capacity of each 
facility. 
B. To delineate jointly with the Facility of Medicine 
the specific educational objectives for medical 
education. 
C. To provide suggestions to the Faculty of Medicine 
on changes which will improve their teaching 
activities. 
D. To collaborate, when requested by the University, 
in student and faculty development for the medical 
school. 
E. To facilitate the assistance of international 
organizations to the Faculty of Medicine. 
F. To establish mechanisms for permanent communication 
with the Faculty of Medicine. 
M. Peter McPherson from the AID Mission in El Salvador 
sent a copy of Cardenas' letter on 6 February 1984 to 
Clarence D. Long, Chairman of the Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations, Committee on Appropriations, House of 
Representatives, in Washington. According to the cover 
47McPher son, 1984. 
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letter McPherson enclosed, the Chair requested a report on 
the School of Medicine and the UES activities.48 
During the period that the UES was in "exile" the 
student enrollment varied. For the first semester of 1980 
approximately 28,400 students had enrolled. During the 
second semester it went down to 6,686. For the school year 
of 1981-1982 no enrollment was reported. For the term 1983- 
1984, during the first semester 16,449 enlisted, for the 
second semester 13,155. On May 22, 1984 the University of 
EL Salvador reopened. For the first period of 1984-1985, at 
least 19,309 registered.49 By 1986 the UES had an 
enrollment of 36,000 students. The determination of the 
university community to keep the UES functioning under 
precarious conditions was admirable. By the time the school 
reopened in 1984, the UES had had nine graduations. At 
least 1200 professionals graduated.50 
The Presidential Elections of 1984 
The 1984 presidential elections have been considered by 
some to be among the cleanest in the history of El Salvador. 
Others disagreed. The Christian Democrat Party won the 
elections of 1984. Jose Napoleon Duarte became the 
1985 
48McPherson, 1984. 
49See Proyecto UCA, pp. 197-8 and La Universidad, Oct- Dec 
pp. 38, 65. 
5°Norma Herrera, Porque se Lucha en El Salvador?, p. 114. 
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President. The PDC obtained the presidential seat due to 
division between the PCN and ARENA parties. Roberto 
D'Aubuisson ran as the presidential candidate of the ARENA 
party, the PCN rejected D'Aubuisson's candidacy and ran in 
opposition. The United States economic support to Duarte's 
candidacy helped the PDC to win.51 The U.S did not want to 
support the ARENA party because of D'Aubuisson's reputation. 
In contrast, U.S. policy makers felt that the PDC 
represented a solution to the civil war. The Salvadorans 
who voted for the PDC hoped that the crises would end. 
Unfortunately, the crimes committed by the military and the 
death squads did not stop nor did United States military 
aid. 
After his election, Duarte called for peaceful talks 
between the government and the FMLN. The Reagan 
administration opposed such a move. Duarte wanted the FMLN 
to hand over its weapons and to join the political arena as 
a party. The FMLN demanded new elections. The attempt to 
reach an agreement with the FMLN failed after several tries. 
The Recovery of the University 
Throughout the military occupation of the UES, the 
administration had tried to recover the campus many times. 
The government, however, opposed reopening it. The 
51The financial support came through the Central 
Intelligent Agency (CIA). Americas Watch, 1991, p. 11. 
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University was perceived as a root cause of subversion in El 
Salvador.52 Between 5 and 11 January 1984, representatives 
from the Faculty Committee for Human Rights in El Salvador 
and Central America (FACHRES-CA) visited the UES.53 This 
group was composed of representatives from different 
universities in the United States and was visiting El 
Salvador to study the UES and the educational situation of 
El Salvador. During their visits this group met with 
representatives of different sectors including: President 
Alvaro Magana? Minister of Defense, Jose Guillermo Garcia? 
Archbishop Rivera y Damas? UCA and UES representatives? 
members of the FDR? and with the directors of the National 
and Treasury Police. President Magana stated his desire to 
reopen the UES and so did the military. Both of them 
attached conditions to this, however. They did not want the 
school to allow any political activities on campus and to 
give the military the freedom to enter the campus when it 
desired. The UES opposed both positions. Negotiations 
between the government and the UES authority continued. The 
government eventually returned the UES to its authorities in 
stages. On 17 January 1984, the East campus (San Miguel) 
was returned to the UES authorities. And on 7 February 1984 
52Proyecto UCA, p. 195. 
53Proyecto UCA, p. 194. 
Ill 
the West campus, (Santa Ana) and on 22 May 1984 the main 
campus (San Salvador) were returned.54 
Due to the destruction and looting that the school had 
suffered during the military occupation, the three campuses 
were wrecked. The government allocated money for salaries 
and didactic materials, but not for reconstruction. The 
school increased tuition by 10 colones monthly to pay for 
the rebuilding of the University.55 
In addition, the international contacts that had helped 
the UES while in "exile" continued their support. The 
governments of Holland, Germany, Mexico, Belgium, England, 
Italy, Denmark and solidarity groups from the United States 
and Canada sent money, lab equipment and didactic 
materials.56 A group from Holland visited the campus in 
June 1984 to assess the situation of the UES. This group 
and the Rector of the University signed a 17 point agreement 
that indicated areas in which the UES needed help. Through 
this accord, the Dutch visitors promised to spread the word 
about the UES situation, and to engage Holland's 
universities to provide support to the school. According to 
54Decrees to return the UES campuses. La Universidad, 
(February 1986), p. 74 - 78. 
55Chris Hedges, "Salvador University, closed by Army, 
opens after 4 years." The Christian Science Monitor, 10 
September 1984, p.9. 
56Secretaria de Comunicaciones, [circular] "La Universidad 
se Niega a Morir," (San Salvador, Editorial Universitaria, 
1986), p. 21. 
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the agreement the UES was expected to seek support from 
other countries as well. 
Despite finding a library without books, classrooms 
without chairs, labs without equipment, and student records 
destroyed, the University community began functioning. The 
reconstruction of the campus became the major goal for 
everyone. The school needed more than 30 million colones to 
reconstruct the damages caused during the military 
occupation. 
The Rector Dr. Angel Miguel Parada in conjunction with 
the deans of the different faculties, students and the CSU 
developed a work plan to normalize the school.57 Academic 
activities and the administration began operating again on 
10 September 1984. Twenty thousand students attended the 
first day of classes.58 
Two years after reopening, a natural disaster set back 
the efforts of the University community. On October 10, 
1986, a devastating earthquake destroyed 70 percent of the 
University's physical plant. The buildings which housed the 
57Secretaria de Comunicaciones, "La Universidad se Niega 
a Morir," February 1986. 
58Chris Hedges, The Christian Science Monitor, 10 
September 1984, p. 9. In the same article the Rector Miguel 
Angel Parada stated that the students enrolling at the UES 
were different from those in 1980. He referred to the 
combative students that belonged to the UR-19th of July and 
the FPL. He added that most of the members of those 
organizations had been killed or disappeared, others were in 
the hills learning about military discipline and not about 
mass organization. 
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Economic Science, Odontology, Chemistry and Pharmacy, 
Mechanical Engineering, Electrical Engineering, and 
Architectural Departments were all irreparably damaged. 
Other buildings suffered as well, but they could be 
repaired.59 As a result, in 1988 the U.S. Congress 
allocated $2 million dollars for the reconstruction of the 
UES. The UES, however, did not receive the money. The 
United States Embassy in El Salvador and the Salvadoran 
government blocked its distribution. In a letter Patricia 
Butenis of the State Department reflected the views of the 
Secretary of State, George Schultz, and the United States 
Government about the University of El Salvador. She stated 
that "the UES has been run by a guerrilla-affiliated network 
of teachers, students, and labor groups which have converted 
the campus into a safe-haven for guerrillas activities."60 
The Struggle for Survival 
Shortly after the UES reopened, students continued 
their political activities. Almost every day strikes and 
marches against the Duarte government took place in the 
59Secretaria de Comunicaciones, "La Universidad se Niega 
a Morir, February 1986, p. 25. 
6°Letter addressed to Chester Wickwire, Chaplain Emeritus 
of Johns Hopkins University from Patricia Butenis, Country 
Officer for El Salvador, Office for Central American Affairs. 
The letter was in response to Wickwire's reguest to release 
the 2 million dollars assigned to the UES after the 
earthquake. One hundred and sixty people signed Wickwire's 
letter in support to the University. Author's copy. 
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streets of El Salvador. The promised agrarian reform for 
which Duarte won the elections caused more damages to the 
peasants than benefit. Students, church members, worker 
unions protested also against the constant repression by the 
security forces and death squads. The fact that the 
guerrillas became a strong force against the military 
encouraged the military to turn up the repression.61 
As in prior years, the UES became the only safe place 
where people could express their concerns. Because of the 
political activities of various leftist groups at the UES, 
the government restricted the school's budget during 1987. 
On 13 September 1988, the military killed eight UES 
students who were protesting for a bigger budget. After the 
students marched for forty-five minutes, the military threw 
tear gas at them and then opened fire at the crowd. A 
hundred and fifty students were injured. The students were 
also sprayed with paint that came out of U.S supplied water 
cannons. Military as well as death squads tortured and beat 
those that had paint on their clothes.62 On 22 December 
1988, the UES was surrounded by a chain of soldiers. These 
soldiers searched, harassed, and picked up students, 
faculty, staff, and administrators at the campus entrance. 
61Rushwerth M. Kidder, "Salvador Government could fall 'in 
months' without U.S. aid," The Christian Science Monitor, 15 
April 1983, p. 4. 
“Telephone conversation on 20 September 1988 with a UES 
staff member. Interviews with UES students on 24 April 1990. 
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Despite constant protests by the University community 
against the military presence around the UES, the soldiers 
surrounded it for a year.63 The government believed that 
there was a connection between the UES and the FMLN. On the 
other hand, the UES directly accused the military and the 
government of not fulfilling the basic needs of the majority 
of Salvadorans. 
The Oonnni ttee for the Rescue of the UES 
In 1988, the UES became subject to major criticism from 
a group called Pro-Rescate de la UES (Pro-Rescue of the 
UES), made up of ex-employees of the University. They 
charged that the University administration had illegally 
usurped authority and that the school's officials had forced 
employees to participate in anti-government demonstrations. 
Pro-Rescue was founded by Dr. Francisco L. Peccorini, a 
retired Professor from California State University 
(a Salvadoran), and two ex-employees of the UES, Antonio 
Mendez and Gilda Falla. Mendez and Falla claimed that they 
were fired by the University authorities for political 
reasons. Through the successful use of the media, this 
63The soldiers surrounded the school throughout 1989. In 
December of 1989 they entered the campus. Fact sheet written 
by former Rector Luis Argueta Antillon in January 1990. 
Personal conversation with Maribel Rosales, Assistant 
Secretary of International Relations at the UES, December 27, 
1988. Interviews conducted by the author with some professors 
and students on 26 April 1990. During my visit in April 1990 
the campus was occupied by the military forces. 
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group created a new force against the authorities at the 
UES. Various articles written by this group stated that the 
UES authorities misused budget money for political 
propaganda against the government. They also accused the 
UES of backing the Farabundo Marti National Liberation 
Front's (FMLN) actions.64 
These criticisms drew reaction from armed elements. On 
March 15, 1989 Peccorini was assassinated. Falla went to 
Costa Rica and Mendez left the country after three attempts 
were made on his life. According to sources at the UES, 
Mendez is living in Australia. However, I located him in 
the U.S. Mendez and Falla accused the FMLN of carrying out 
these attacks.65 Despite the assassination of Peccorini 
and attempts against Mendez' life, this group kept 
publishing daily criticism against the UES in El Salvador's 
major newspapers.66 The UES authorities, however, ignored 
the Pro-Rescue group. The UES authorities stated that 
Pro-rescue was manipulated by the right and that it was 
created as another strategy to attack the UES. 
64Personal Interview with Antonio Mendez, 21 November 
1990. 
65Mendez, El Diario de Hov. March 1989. 
66In an interview with Mendez in July 1991, he indicated 
that the pro-rescate had achieved its goals. All they wanted 
was to get the UES's illegal authority ousted. This came 
about in December 1990 when the Rector, Argueta Antilion, 
resigned from his post as well as the vice-rector and the 
UES's attorney. As of March of 1991, the Pro-rescue group 
stopped publishing articles. 
The Objectives of the University 
According to Luis Argueta Antilion, the UES's former 
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Rector, the government accused the school of harboring 
subversives. Argueta Antillon argued that the National 
University's main goal is to defend the interests of the 
Salvadoran people, as the slogan of the UES, "Toward Freedom 
Through Culture,” reflects.67 He contended that the 
government had not allocated enough money to meet the 
University's financial needs. The amount of money assigned 
became so small that a full-time professor made only $300.00 
(U.S.) monthly.68 Consequently, many professors worked 
part-time at other institutions or had left the country in 
search of better salaries. 
After the military occupation of 1980-84, the UES 
decided to lower its tuition to $2.00 (U.S.) monthly. 
Unfortunately, many students are so poor that they cannot 
even pay this amount. Lamentably, the University does not 
have any funds available for scholarships. This critical 
situation has provoked many demonstrations by the UES 
67Argueta Antillon, El Mundo. 31 May 1988, p. editorial. 
68Personal interviews with various professors from the 
Chemistry, and Biology, Departments, 25-30 July and 1-5 August 
1988. Their names have been withheld as requested. 
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community and the popular movement69 against the government. 
Such manifestations have been suppressed by the army. 
In February 1989, Vice-President Quayle visited El 
Salvador to request better conduct from the Salvadoran Army 
in the area of human rights.70 On the night of his speech, 
military forces seized two university students in their 
homes. Their bodies were found the next day. They were 
shot at close range and their bodies showed signs of having 
been tortured.71 
Criticism against Vice-President Quayle grew 
drastically when he met with Roberto D'Aubuisson. According 
to an editorial in The New York Times. the Vice-President's 
action embarrassed the United States. Apparently, the Vice- 
President asked D'Aubuisson not to embarrass President 
Alfredo Christiani, who took office on 1 June after winning 
the elections in March 1989.72 D'Aubuisson had been 
accused of being involved in the assassination of Roman 
Catholic Archbishop Romero in 1980 and of leading the 
69A non-military coalition, composed of unions, students, 
government workers, peasants and the women's association. 
7°As Douglas Farah observed. President Bush visited El 
Salvador in December 1983 (then Vice-President) with the same 
message. According to a senior officer "This was George Bush 
2nd," cited from Douglas Farah, "Aid to Salvador linked to 
rights, Quayle says," The Boston Globe. 4 February 1989, p. 
1,4. 
71Alexander Cockburn, The Nation. 3 April 1989, pp. 438-9. 
72Scott Greathead, The New York Times, Op., 28 June 1989. 
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"death squads." The death squads had been accused of 
killing students and UES employees. 
The University's situation has worsened since the 
government of the National Republican Alliance (ARENA) has 
taken power. ARENA party members are part of El Salvador's 
oligarchy. Consequently, their policies do not favor the 
National University. Typically, ARENA members send their 
children abroad to be educated or to private universities in 
El Salvador that have been developed and supported by them. 
Nonetheless, the UES has been trying to compromise with the 
government in its budget negotiations. Because of the 
friction that has existed between the UES and the 
government, it is difficult for the school to determine if 
it will receive its monthly financial allowance. 
Despite all the pressures that the UES has endured the 
school has survived. Now we must ask, has the University 
accomplished its mission? The UES suffers from some definite 
educational weaknesses. The lack of equipment and materials 
makes it difficult for the students to satisfy their 
educational needs. In the past, some students received 
degrees without fulfilling the requirements. In fact, many 
professionals in El Salvador hold doctoral degrees, when in 
fact they have only achieved a bachelors degree.73 
73Interview with a few professors and students, July 25, 
1988. 
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In 1989, the UES claimed to serve approximately 36,000 
students. Due to lack of materials, budget limitations, and 
constant military oppression the quality of the education at 
the UES could not be as high as the instruction offered at 
the Central America University, Jose Simeon Canas (UCA).74 
Besides the UCA, the UES competed with 35 small private 
universities in El Salvador. 
Nevertheless, given the obstacles that this Institution 
has faced throughout its history, its survival symbolizes 
Salvadorans' aspirations for social change. The continued 
existence of the community is due to the strong ties that 
exist within the University itself. For instance, there are 
five different organizations that represent the interests of 
the different sectors within the University. These groups 
are the Asociacion General de Estudiantes Universitarios 
Salvadorenos (AGEUS), the Sindicato de Empresa de 
Trabajadores Universitarios Salvadorenos (SETUS), the 
Asociacion de Docentes de la UES (ADUES), the Profesionales 
y Tecnicos de la UES (PROTEJE-UES), and the Comite 
74It should be mentioned here that UCA has shown support 
and sympathy for the UES and its struggle. 
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Coordinador de Trabajadores Universitarios (CCTU)75. They 
work together to assure consensus on University policy 
decisions. 
Stirrings of Revolution. Again 
On 11 November of 1989, the FMLN launched a major 
offensive against the government. The guerrillas expected 
to inspire an uprising within the popular movement. The 
people, however, did not join the revolt. The FMLN was 
successful in demonstrating its abilities to go in and out 
of the city without major loss. Both the military and the 
guerrillas lost in their attempt to win. It was 
demonstrated that the rebels could not mobilize the masses 
nor could the military defeat the rebels. 
During the rebel offensive, the UES once again became 
caught up in the fighting.76 On November 13 1989, the 
Armed Forces assaulted the UES. The Medical School was 
destroyed and machine guns were against the students. A 
curfew was in effect from 6:00 P.M. to 6:00 A.M. 
75The name of this association is University Unity and its 
function is to establish consensus on University policies 
decisions. This information was taken from an unpublished 
paper by Nicholas Komar, "The University as a Promoter of 
Democracy in Latin America, The Case of the University of El 
Salvador" (UMASS, 1988). 
76Nancy Rios, "Perestroika for Latin America needed," The 
Collegian. UMASS, 17 November 1989. 
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On 16 November 1989, a group of military soldiers 
entered the University of Central America and murdered six 
Jesuits, their maid, and her daughter. Their bodies were 
found mutilated. Their scalps were open and their brains 
spilled out.77 Among the victims were the Rector and the 
Vice-Rector of the UCA. This crime caused an international 
outcry. The military, however, tried to blame the FMLN for 
the crime. Many people within the U.S. government, 
including the United States Ambassador, agreed with the 
accusation. All the evidence, however, pointed to the Army. 
It was later proved that the crimes were committed by the 
military. Out of nine soldiers accused of committing the 
crime, only Colonel Guillermo Benavides, a lieutenant and a 
soldier were found guilty. The others were acquitted.78 
There is considerable evidence that implies that the order 
came from the top. One of the suspects is current Defense 
Minister, Gen. Rene Emilio Ponce, then Army chief of 
staff.79 
77Some military offices have a history of hitting 
intellectuals on their heads. As noted by Colonel John Cash, 
United States Attache in 1983, "the military people in El 
Salvador are pre-historic in their tactics" [he added] "they 
want to kill all the intellectuals, if they can." 
78The MacNeal/Lehrer News Hour, 1 December 1992? Robin 
Lubbock, "Salvadoran Veredic Fails to Dispel Doubts," The 
Christian Science Monitor. 2 October 1991, p. 4.? Reuters, 
"Colonel accused in murders of Jesuits declares himself 
innocent," The Times of the Americas. 12 June 1991, p. 5. 
79Transcript of the Video Declaration of Major Eric Warren 
Buckland, 12 January 1990, Washington, D.C., p. 12, Author's 
copy; Clifford Krauss, "Panel Links Chief of Salvador Army to 
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The UES in the 1990s 
The University of El Salvador perceives itself as an 
advocate of social justice in that country. The UES has 
openly denounced the government, the military and the 
oligarchy's actions, not only those taken against the 
educational system but those taken against many Salvadorans. 
The National University has accused the National Council 
Party, the Christian Democrat and the ARENA governments of 
being the major forces in causing the 10 year civil war in 
El Salvador. More than 75,000 civilians have been killed 
and thousands have been wounded. The University 
administration maintains that these killings have been 
carried out by the military forces, the police and the death 
squads.80 Many faculty, administrators, students, and 
staff have been victims of assassination, torture and 
kidnapping. 
Although the UES has denounced these attacks, nothing 
has been done to arrest those who have perpetrated them 
Jesuit Killings," The New York Times. 17 November 1991, p. 1, 
14. 
8°It is well known in El Salvador that the leader of the 
death squads was Roberto D'Aubuisson. His party ARENA won the 
election of March 1989. Although he is not the president, his 
power can be seen in any decision that is taken. In May 1989, 
Dan Quayle, U.S Vice-President, went to El Salvador and met 
with him. See Scott Greathead, editorial, "Embarrassment in 
El Salvador," The New York Times on 28 June 1989; Dan Quayle, 
"Get Tough on Salvador's killers" The New York Times, 16 July 
1989. Another U.S figure that met with D'Aubuisson on 4 July 
1989 was William Walker, present Ambassador in El Salvador. 
See Randolph Ryan, "The guest at a picnic," The Boston. Globe, 
28 July 1989, p. 11. 
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since they are members of El Salvador's military. As a 
result, the University of El Salvador decided to denounce 
these crimes internationally. There has been a great deal 
of support given to the University community from all around 
the world. To date the UES has received help from Mexico, 
Belgium, Holland, Germany, England, Nicaragua, France, 
Denmark, Italy, Canada, and humanitarian aid from the United 
States.81 In 1984 the UES was reopened because of 
international pressure. The countries mentioned above have 
donated money, books, laboratory equipment, and labor to 
reconstruct the school's physical plant. They have also 
contributed with student exchange programs, scholarships, 
participation in political demonstrations to denounce the 
UES situation, and by writing letters to the government of 
El Salvador. 
A concrete example of this kind of solidarity work is a 
project that the UES and the University of Massachusetts in 
Amherst carried out 1988. In the Summer of 1988, I 
participated in a conference entitled "Estudios Ecologicos 
de el Lago de Ilopango y su Cuenca" This was sponsored by a 
UMASS Registered Student Organization called Biological 
Scientists for Social Responsibility (BSSR). Among the 
members of this delegation were professors from the 
81 In the case of the United States it should be mentioned 
that the support does not come from the U.S. Government, but 
from solidarity groups within given states, universities and 
colleges. 
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University of Massachusetts and the University of 
Connecticut and undergraduate and graduate students from 
UMASS. The group offered a series of lectures and workshops 
to students and faculty from the University of El Salvador 
in areas such as molecular biology, chemistry, mental health 
and aquatic toxicology. This was done to inform the Sal¬ 
vadorans about simple methods that would help them to clean 
up Lake Ilopango, a potential source of potable water. 
Another goal of BSSR was to begin formal relations between 
the National University of El Salvador and the University of 
Massachusetts.82 There are several U.S. universities that 
have established informal relations with the University of 
El Salvador, although only Brown University has established 
an intent to embark on formal relations. There are UES 
solidarity groups based at several universities throughout 
the world. The UES has hosted two international conference 
to seek the support of other universities. Representatives 
from at least 15 countries participated.83 The survival of 
82Letters sent on 6 January 1988 by Jose Armando Herrera, 
Secretary of International Relations at the UES to Chancellor 
Duffy and to Dr. Barbara B. Bunn, Director of the 
International Program of the University of Massachusetts, 
Amherst. Author's copy. 
830n 26 April 1990, Nicholas Komar, UMASS graduate 
student, and myself represented the UMASS Graduate Student 
Senate at the II International Conference for support of the 
UES. We were the only students among the participants. The 
rest were professors or administrators in their respective 
universities. Among the countries represented were: England, 
Mexico (representatives of four different Mexican 
Universities), Canada (from two universities and a government 
representative), Germany, Finland, Costa Rica, Dominican 
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the University of El Salvador depends to a great extent on 
the emotional and material support that it receives from 
other countries. 
The United States policy in El Salvador has also 
affected the UES. The United States sent $1.5 million 
dollars daily to El Salvador in military aid up to 1990. 
Due to international pressures related to human rights 
violations, the United States cut the aid to 750,000 dollars 
per day in 1990. That money is sent to help the Salvadoran 
government achieve "democracy.” The military has been 
trying to defeat the Farabundo Marti National Liberation 
Front (FMLN) movement. For the past two years the ARENA and 
the FMLN have engaged in peace talks. Both sides have not 
come to a solution as yet. Meanwhile, the Salvadoran people 
continue suffering from military repression and guerrilla 
economic sabotage. 
Most of the graffiti at the UES shows sympathy for the 
FMLN. This can also be explained by the fact that many 
students, faculty and administrators have been killed, 
captured, tortured and oppressed by the death squads, the 
police, the army and the government. The graffiti on the 
University walls, the continual circulation of periodicals, 
the political meetings held every day, and the outdoor 
theater performances reflect not only the discontent and 
Republic, Spain, United States, Venezuela, etc. This 
conference was sponsored by Servicio Universitario Mundial 
(SUM) and CSUCA. 
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frustration of the students but also that of those who are 
members of the University Unity Association. 
Chapter Summary 
The future of the University of El Salvador is 
uncertain. The ARENA government has restricted the UES 
budget. Under those circumstances, it is hard for the 
school to know whether or not it will receive enough money 
to cover its annual expenditures. The University 
administration has requested negotiations with the 
government to end the school's current financial crisis. 
Currently, the University receives the same budget as it did 
in 1980, although its needs have tripled since then. The 
effects of the military takeover of 1980-84 and the 
earthquake of 1986 explain the poor physical conditions of 
the Campus today.84 The cost of reconstructing of the UES 
is approximately $70 million dollars. The University cannot 
generate this amount from its tuition and so must receive 
government or outside help if it is to ever rebuild.85 
Will the University of El Salvador continue to survive? 
This question does not yet have an answer. The National 
84A video filmed on February 1989 at the UES shows the 
poor conditions of the classrooms, the need of equipment and 
the need to reconstruct the whole Campus. The video can be 
purchased from Chester Wickwire, Chaplain of the Johns Hopkins 
University, Baltimore. 
85 The students pay 10 colones per month, money that is 
used to buy materials and for salaries. 
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University of El Salvador has existed for one hundred and 
fifty years. Despite earthquakes, direct military attacks, 
discredit, and lack of resources, the school still struggles 
on. Under the ARENA administration the University has felt 
many pressures. Military soldiers watch the campus. 
Students and professors are constantly searched when they 
enter and leave. Others are harassed and even kidnapped. 
To date, the government believes that the University is a 
hiding place for the guerrillas. Because of the civil war 
that is taking place in El Salvador, this is possible. It 
is also true that the different organizations within the UES 
are not pro-government. For instance, many of the marches 
and demonstrations against the government that are taking 
place in El Salvador leave from the Campus. 
According to former Rector, Argueta Antilion, the 
National University of El Salvador cannot support a 
government that oppresses its own people.86 He also stated 
that the role of the University is to educate and prepare 
the people of El Salvador to deal with the current political 
and socio-economic situation of their country. The only 
hope that the University has to survive is international 
support. As a result, it has developed a program whose 
major focus is to keep international attention by bringing 
students and solidarity brigades from all around the world 
to study and work in the reconstruction of the University. 
86Personal interview on 27 April 1990. 
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But more than this, international solidarity serves as a 
protective tactic against the government's and the 
military's attacks. Members of the UES community believe 
that by having people from different countries visit, the 
world will become more aware of their situation. The 
efforts of the University community to keep the school's 
doors open have gone beyond mere survival. The University 
has become a symbol of struggle. 
In January 1990, Dr. Jose Benjamin Lopez Guillen, Dean 
of the Dentistry School, became the interim rector, after 
the former administration was pressured to leave office. In 
March 1991, Fabio Castillo Figueroa was elected Rector of 
the UES. Castillo began his new job on 1 June 1991. 
Castillo was the UES Rector between 1963-67. He was known 
as one the most effective Rectors since the UES foundation. 
Expectations have been running high for this seventy-two 
year old man. Many people hope that the UES will become a 
highly regarded University again as it was in the 1960s. 
CHAPTER 6 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
Introduction 
"The University is the critical conscience of 
society."1 This is how one university publication describes 
the role of the University of El Salvador (UES). More than 
a school, the UES is committed to participating in the 
process of social change and to developing solutions to El 
Salvador's economic and social problems. Within any 
society, a university has a special responsibility to 
educate its citizens for the development of the country. In 
El Salvador, the UES has been committed to defending the 
interests and welfare of the needy. The University of El 
Salvador has fulfilled its responsibility to Salvadorans by 
educating the people about the poor conditions in which the 
majority of the country's citizens live. Within this 
context the school engaged in a struggle for justice which, 
in some instances, caused it to abandon its educational role 
to take a radical stand. As a result, the UES became the 
target of the military forces and government's budget cuts. 
Not only has this institution been accused of acting as a 
"subversive faction," but also of serving as a cover for 
leftist guerrillas. This can be argued, since it is true 
that many students and some professors became members of the 
1 Author not listed. "La Mision de las universidades en 
El Salvador". La Universidad. (San Salvador: Editorial 
Universitaria, March-April, 1989). 
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armed forces. However, many others have gone to the school 
to teach or to obtain a degree. 
As suggested earlier, the real issue is not that the 
University of El Salvador serves as a cover for subversives, 
but that the school has been targeted by the leadership in 
power to cover the real problems affecting society at large. 
The UES became the only place where people could express 
their thoughts or criticism against the system. In 
addition, many of the students that began their education at 
the University became aware of the poor conditions the 
majority of the citizens in El Salvador were living in. As 
a result, they decided to unite forces to demand better 
living conditions for the needy from the country's 
leadership. The government, on the other hand, demonstrated 
by its actions that educating its people is not one of its 
priorities. The school has found itself trying to endure 
constant military interventions, budget cuts and death 
threats against students and employees. The UES became an 
easy scapegoat due to the student movements that developed 
within it. Of course, students will protest social 
injustices, and universities are the natural environment in 
which to do so, since it is the right place to discuss 
different ideologies. This is true in any given university. 
It was true in Argentina in 1918 when students demanded 
access to the decision-making process, in the Mexican 
Revolution in 1914, during the May 1968 revolt in Paris, in 
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the United States during the Vietnam war era, and in China 
in 1989. The University of El Salvador is no exception. 
Protest, resistance and even rebellion are likely to occur 
there more than in other places because of the history of 
military abuse and the economic inequality from which the 
country suffers. 
The history of the UES's struggle for survival begins 
with its foundation in 1841. This school has survived 
natural disasters, internal conflicts, wars and constant 
oppression by the different governments. Yet above all, it 
has fought fiercely for its autonomy. However, the major 
force behind the UES struggle has been its students, those 
educated by the school. They are the ones who have made the 
University a bastion of resistance to government repression. 
Most of the leaders who have emerged within the masses 
in El Salvador have, at some point, been associated with the 
University. Farabundo Marti, for whom the FMLN is named, 
was a law student at the UES in 1918. In 1932 he led a 
revolt that cost him his life and the lives of 32,000 
followers who were massacred by the regime of General 
Hernandez Martinez. Fifteen years later a strong student 
movement was able to engage the majority of the Salvadoran 
people in a revolt that ousted Hernandez Martinez. 
Most of the political parties and guerrilla leaders in 
El Salvador began their careers at the UES. Some of them 
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are from the extreme left: Roque Dalton2 (law student), 
Medardo Gonzalez Trejo (philosophy student, former President 
of AGEUS, Comandante of the FPL), Comandante Dimas Rodriguez 
(law student, rank of comandante FPL), Melina Amaya Montes, 
ex-secretary of ANDES3 (UES Professor, comandante of FPL4), 
Shafik Jorge Handal (law student, currently General 
Comandante of the FMLN), Fernan Cienfuegos (medicine and 
sociology student. Commander-in Chief of the Armed Forces of 
National Resistant [FARN]); from the central left: Guillermo 
Ungo (Lawyer and Professor of the UES, President of 
Democratic Revolutionary Front5), Ruben Zamora (President 
of the Democratic Convergence), Fabio Castillo (Member of 
the Junta de Gobierno 1960, Rector of the UES 1963-67, 
Presidential candidate 1967, currently, Rector of the 
UES).6 The individuals mentioned above felt the need to do 
something about the situation in their country. Some of 
2Roque Dalton was killed by his comrade Joaquin 
Villalobos. He was accused of working for the CIA and working 
for the Cubans. Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 91. 
3National Association of Salvadoran Teachers. 
“Known as Comandante Ana Maria. She was one of the 
builder-creator of the FLP. Her leadership helped in the 
development of the movement of the masses. Amaya Montes was 
assassinated on 6 April 1983 by Cayetano Carpio in Nicaragua. 
He committed suicide a few days later. Both held high ranks 
within the armed struggle movement. She was second in command 
at the time of her death. Prisk, The Comamdante Speaks, p. 
17. 
5He died in February 1991. 
6Armando Calderon Sol, President of the ARENA Party, 
obtained his law degree at the UES. 
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them opted to take up arms, others wanted to take power 
through electoral processes. The University of El Salvador 
has played a vital role in providing the political space for 
the development of these individuals' ideologies. 
Unfortunately, most of them ended in exile or fighting in 
the mountains due to the political turmoil the country 
underwent in the past three decades. They found room at the 
University to develop their political ideas. They were also 
successful in engaging others in joining their cause. The 
government will argue that their knowledge came from the UES 
curriculum, but the University administration states that it 
has come from their frustrations with the military regime, 
elite monopoly on power, powerless civilian governments, 
economic inequalities, lack of social services, repression 
and limited political space. The University became the only 
safe place to openly discuss any issue affecting Salvadoran 
society at large. 
The fact that students, professors and the UES 
administration have been active participants in the 
conflicts inside and outside the school shows their 
commitment to social change. Not only have students played 
a vital role in the selection of University authorities, but 
they have also succeeded in mobilizing people to elect 
officials at the governmental level. The University of El 
Salvador as a whole has been a major player in the politics 
of the country. As demonstrated above, the majority of the 
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leaders from both the center-left and the extreme left have 
been associated with the University. The children of the 
right, which is composed of the elite and the military, for 
the most part study abroad or at private institutions in the 
country. Some military soldiers, however, attend the 
university in order to work their way up within the military 
structure.7 The soldiers are recruited from the masses. 
They make little money at the beginning of their military 
careers, and if they want to advance they must go to school. 
The UES offers careers that are not available in other 
institutions, and it is also affordable. 
The 1960s 
For the past thirty years the University of El Salvador 
has been a major force behind the politics of that country. 
When three UES individuals were selected to serve in the 
First Junta de Gobierno after the government of Lemus was 
ousted in 1960, it was demonstrated that the school had the 
leadership El Salvador needed. This Junta de Gobierno was 
the first Salvadoran coalition government. The six 
individuals who composed the Junta wanted to develop an 
’Interview with former army officer who is in exile since 
1980. Name withheld as reguested by the interviewee. The 
number of military individuals that have become millionaires 
increased in the decade of the 1980s. "The political 
connection that army membership at the command level could 
offer have launched meteoric careers for top officers who 
today are industrial millionaires.” Zaid, 1982, pp. 14-15; See 
also Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 51. 
136 
agrarian reform, better educational opportunities, to boost 
the economy nationally and internationally, and to create an 
electoral process where every party could participate. 
Unfortunately, the United States did not support the Junta, 
fearing that it was subject to communist influence. The 
Alliance for Progress that the Kennedy administration 
proposed was in line with the Junta's project. But at the 
same time the United States could not accept the innovation 
that the Salvadorans presented. As noted by Murat Williams, 
former Ambassador to El Salvador, if the United States8 had 
supported Fabio Castillo when he ran for president in 1967, 
El Salvador would be in a different position today and so 
would the UES. Unfortunately, the military regime that 
dominated the country for more than three decades was not 
about to give up power nor was the oligarchy. Subsequently, 
the University of El Salvador paid a high price when its 
autonomy was violated and its students, professors and 
administration repressed. Shortly after the 1960 assault, 
the school began to function again. Under the 
administration of Fabio Castillo and with the help of 
committed students, professors and citizens, the UES became 
a highly regarded institution of higher education. Its 
physical plant became a magnificent structure in the heart 
8The United States policy toward Latin America changed 
after the Cuban Revolution. The individuals selected to serve 
in the Junta belonged to the central left and because of that 
they were perceived as communists. 
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of San Salvador. The school began to graduate more lawyers, 
doctors, engineers, educators, and dentists than ever before 
in a country that was desperately in need of professionals. 
Beside producing specialists, the UES became a center of 
political action. Many students and professionals 
discontented with Salvadoran politics joined in 
demonstrations against the government to stop the repression 
against their own people. The government, however, did not 
engage in discussion for common solutions with such groups. 
Instead it created a paramilitary organization called ORDEN 
to capture, incarcerate, torture, kill and "disappear" those 
in the opposition. 
The 1970s 
The decade of the 1970s became a struggle for survival 
for the majority of the people in El Salvador. The 
University continued its role as an advocate of social 
change. It played a vital role in the development of the 
Agrarian Reform Law. The Agrarian Reform was an attempt to 
provide peasants with a piece of land to produce their own 
goods.9 The UES joined individuals from the opposition 
parties and the UCA to bring about the agrarian reform. 
9Many peasants spend their lives working for rich 
landowners for little money. Their living conditions are 
deplorable. In El Salvador, 2 percent of the population owns 
70 percent of the land. 
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Leftist groups began to emerge, most of them born at 
the UES. Students or dissidents from the Communist Party 
were fed up with the status quo. The electoral fraud of 
1972 became a turning point for the political process in El 
Salvador. The Christian Democrats won the elections but the 
triumph was given to the government in power, the National 
Conciliation Party. The revolutionary movement was at its 
outset. The electoral fraud set the stage for those who 
were already thinking that the only way to achieve power in 
El Salvador was through the use of arms. Once again, El 
Salvador found itself in a dilemma similar to 1960 with the 
first Civilian-Military Junta. If the Christian Democrats 
had taken power after winning the elections of 1972, the 
guerrilla movement would probably have died out.10 
The UES community became the most outspoken group in 
regard to the electoral process. Because of that, the 
military forces intervened in it. Many students and 
professors were victims of the assault. The government 
claimed that there were weapons at the school. According to 
Comandante Miguel Castellano, member of the FMLN and a UES 
student then, there were no weapons at the UES.* 11 The 
government assumed control of the University of El Salvador 
for most of the 1970s. The UES community regained its 
autonomy at the end of 1978. 
10Zaid, 1982, p. 22. 
11Prisk, The Comandante Speaks. p. 13. 
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The discontent with the government in El Salvador was 
coming from all directions at the end of this decade. This 
ended with a successful coup in October 1979. The coup 
d'6tat was launched by young military officers, Jesuits from 
the UCA, and a member of the elite. But the power struggle 
between young and senior military officers for control of 
the country's leadership, the elite manipulation to protect 
its interest and the 1979 Nicaraguan Revolution which had 
inspired the extreme Left, were factors that gave birth to a 
civil war in El Salvador. In addition, the Reagan policy 
toward Latin America was geared to eliminate communism at 
any cost. 
The 1980s 
The University of El Salvador, the peasants. Church 
members and unions find themselves in a never-ending 
struggle for survival. The military expanded with aid from 
the United States to combat communism. The guerrilla 
movement became one of the most effective insurgencies in 
Central America. Consequently, the people of El Salvador 
began to experience the horror of a civil war. At the 
beginning of the 1980s, at least 800 bodies per month were 
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counted as victims of the death squads.12 Students, 
peasants. Church members and followers fell victim to the 
violence. 
The University of El Salvador became a target. During 
the 1980 military assault, many students and professors were 
killed, tortured and disappeared. School equipment was sold 
and part of the physical plant destroyed with military 
tanks. The Rector was killed while trying to recover the 
campus. The UES was closed for four years. 
After it reopened, the UES continued to be a military 
target accused of harboring subversives. In a way, the UES 
became a victim of the right and the left. On the one hand, 
the school tried to offer affordable education to the middle 
and lower classes. On the other hand, individuals who had 
different political agendas used the UES, particularly the 
student population, to achieve their goals. Not everyone at 
the University, however, was there for political ambitions. 
The school community on its own demanded a just budget from 
the government and better living conditions for the majority 
of the Salvadoran people. 
The power struggle between the Salvadoran elite, the 
Armed Forces and the rebels has cost El Salvador more than 
75,000 lives and millions of dollars in damages over the 
past ten years. In a state of ongoing civil war, everyone in 
12Bonner, Weakness and Deceit, p. 7; "El Salvador's war: 
a chronology," Times of the Americas, 8 January 1992, p. 4. 
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El Salvador loses. Only the Salvadorans can stop the 
bloodshed that is destroying their country. 
El Salvador's crisis does not have an easy solution. 
One might be the creation of a coalition government between 
El Salvador's political parties, including the FMLN. Since 
1989, the FMLN and the ARENA government have engaged in 
negotiations. They tried to begin a political settlement. 
The FMLN wants to integrate into the Salvadoran society and 
become a political force to end the war that has ravaged the 
country. The ARENA government supports this. Both sides 
are also aware that the United States no longer fears 
communism in Latin America since the Soviet Union no longer 
exists. Cuba's economy is as weak as that of any other 
Latin American country, so it can no longer support 
guerrilla movements. 
In an interview, Ruben Zamora, one of the leaders of 
the Democratic Convergence Party in El Salvador, stated that 
El Salvador needs a multi-party system.13 He argues that El 
Salvador can no longer continue under the leadership of one 
party, given the crisis the country faces. 
In El Salvador, most of the major political actors know 
each other. Most of them met at the University. If they 
are not family, then they were classmates or colleagues. 
“Marc Shaffer, "Ruben Zamora, El Salvador: The opposition 
has to get together,” The Progressive, July, 1989, p. 35. 
This interview was held in Washington in April, 1989; Panel 
presentation by Ruben Zamora while in the LASA Conference in 
April 1991. 
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This situation has created a love hate relationship among 
the country's leaders.14 This was aptly illustrated at the 
XVI Latin American Studies Association Conference (LASA) 
where seven representatives of the different parties were 
part of a panel. The moderator of the panel noted "the 
seven individuals that you see here have only one thing in 
common, all of them are lawyers who graduated from the 
University of El Salvador."15 Among them were Ruben 
Zamora, President of the Convergencia Democratica; Armando 
Calderon, President of ARENA? Fidel Chaves Mena, President 
of the Christian Democrat Party, Salvador Sanabria, FMLN. 
Salvador Sanabria substituted for Eduardo Sancho 
Castaneda,16 known as Commander Fernan Cienfuegos.17 
The present ARENA government will not consider getting 
the UES involved in the peace process since the UES itself 
has been accused of being a cover for the guerrillas. 
Consequently, the only thing that the University can do is 
to survive. The UES under Fabio Castillo is expected to 
return to what it was in the 1960s when it flourished. 
14Zaid, 1982, pp. 30-31. 
15XVI LASA, Michael E. Conroy, Moderator, University of 
Texas At Austin, Panel no. 197 (Voices of Latin American 
Democratic Left), Regency Ballroom, 5:30 - 7:00 p.m., April 4- 
6, Washington D. C. 
16Sancho Castafteda, (Fernan Cienfuegos) ex-student of 
medicine and sociology at the UES, Prisk, The_Comandante 
Speaks r p. 83. 
17Cienfuegos was not granted a visa to enter the United 
States. Instead, he sent a letter which was read by Sanabria. 
143 
Future Expertise for El Salvador 
Achieving peace will be a challenge for all the 
Salvadorans. One of their problems is that El Salvador 
lacks leaders. There is no one they can look up to, as 
noted by one Salvadoran.18 The military are seen as 
oppressors. The elite does not want to share its wealth. 
Ordinary citizens are the ones most affected by the 
conflict, those who do not enjoy freedom or affordable 
housing or basic human services. 
It remains to be seen if El Salvador will come out of 
its ordeal. The majority of the people in El Salvador have 
never experienced freedom as we define it. They have not 
gone out of their homes even one day without the fear of 
being picked up and caused to disappear by armed elements. 
They are trapped between three forces: the Army, the elite 
and the left. The majority of the Salvadoran people have 
been victims of the power struggle of these three groups. 
The past three decades of struggle are reflected 
through the University. A school that wanted to educate 
professionals so that the communities could receive their 
services became the bastion for the development of a 
revolution. Can that be justified? In a polarized society 
where the majority does not receive government support, the 
UES was the natural place for this kind of movement. 
“Telephone conversation with Leonel Gomez on 27 December 
1991. 
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Universities throughout history have played a role in 
revolutionary movements. That is what happened at the UES 
as more students became aware of the economic inequalities 
and the social conditions of their country and began to 
demand better standards of living. They did this through 
demonstrations, but such actions were always received with 
repression. Subsequently, it was natural for students and 
professionals to embark on an armed struggle to liberate 
their country from their oppressors. 
Hundreds of thousands have fled El Salvador. Many live 
in refugee camps in Nicaragua and Honduras. Many others are 
in the United States, Costa Rica and Mexico legally or 
illegally. 
Little is known about the educational system in El 
Salvador. The manipulation of the different governments to 
keep the majority undereducated succeeded. 
The University of El Salvador's struggle for survival 
has overshadowed those who have abused the power in that 
country. The death of thousands of peasants, Church 
members, students, professors, union leaders and other 
schools' students will be a scar on El Salvador's history. 
For the past 60 years, El Salvador, the "Pulgarcito of 
America" has stood out as one of the most violent countries 
in that region. The UES has found itself in the middle of 
this violence. In many ways the University of El Salvador 
symbolizes that struggle. If a solution is achieved, the 
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University of El Salvador will play a major role in the 
reconstruction of the Salvadoran society. But only then 
will the University of El Salvador be able to produce the 
professionals needed to boost the economy and to provide the 
social services that the majority of the population have not 
enjoyed. The UES has endured one hundred and fifty years of 
struggles, and still it endures. Indeed, "the University of 
El Salvador Refuses to die." 
Breakthrough in El Salvador's 10 Year Civil War19 
On 28 December 1991 the FMLN and the Salvadoran 
government met in New York20 to seek a solution for ending 
the civil war. The 12 year war has destroyed the country's 
economy, caused more than 75,000 deaths, and has left 
thousands displaced. 
On 31 December 1991, a few minutes to midnight, the 
government of El Salvador and the FMLN signed a preliminary 
peace agreement.21 The accord should bring to an end the 
19As I finished my study, new events evolved in El 
Salvador. 
2°The meeting took place at the United Nation in New York. 
President Alfredo Christiani flew to New York on 28 December 
1991 to meet for the first time with the FMLN leaders. How 
much would he be able to achieve remains to be seen. The 
Military Forces disagree with some of the FMLN demands, for 
instance with the reduction of the Military forces and the 
creation of a new police force. Taken from Tim Golden, 
"Salvadoran Leader to Join U.N. Talks," The New York Times, 28 
December 1991, p. 4. 
21The MacNeil/Lehrer News Hour, 1 January 1992, 7:00 p.ra. 
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12 year civil war. The military, however, did not want 
President Christiani to concur with all the points of the 
accord.22 Under the agreement, the military will be 
reduced to less than half of its size. Officials that have 
been involved in any wrongdoing will be prosecuted. The 
military doctrine will be rewritten and the educational 
system will be restructured. The National Police, National 
Guard and Treasury Police will be abolished. A new Civil 
Police will be developed. 
The government will carry out the long needed land 
reform and will create social programs to help those in 
need. 
It is expected under the agreement that members of the 
FMLN will be reincorporated into society with all civilian 
privileges. They will have the opportunity to compete for 
power as a civilian political party.23 
This peace agreement came about as a result of intense 
international pressure. According to a Newsweek report, 
President Christiani met with Assistant Secretary of State 
Bernand Aronson, U.S. Ambassador to El Salvador, William 
Walker, and U.N. Ambassador Thomas Pickering prior to 
signing the accord. They indicated to Cristiani that the 
military and economic aid could be drastically reduced if an 
22Tim Golden, "Salvadoran Leader to Join U.N. Talks," The 
New York Times. 28 December 1991, p. 4. 
23Tim Golden, "Salvador Accord Aims at Quick End to Long 
Civil War," The New York Times. 2 January 1992, p. 1, A12. 
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agreenment was not reached before Perez de Cuellar retires. 
The article also indicates that the U.S., "wants to 
disengage completely from Central America."24 However, 
credit should also be given to the Secretary General of the 
United Nations, Javier Perez de Cuellar, who served as a 
mediator of the talks between the two sides. His 
involvement paid off when the two sides signed the peace 
treaty minutes before his term ended at the U.N. Credit 
should also be given to President Christiani and the FMLN 
leaders who made this decision on behalf of the Salvadoran 
people. 
According to President Christiani, El Salvador needs 
approximately $1 billion dollars for reconstruction. Five 
countries have agreed to raise the money for El Salvador.25 
The two sides will meet a few more times to further 
discuss the accord. The final agreement will be signed on 
16 January 1992.26 Both sides seem to be satisfied with 
the outcome. 
It remains to be seen if all Salvadorans will comply 
with the peace agreement. Two years ago, the Berlin wall 
came down and is still down. A few months ago, the Soviet 
Union was abolished, and new countries were born. Today is 
El Salvador's turn to embrace the future. This is an 
24Newsweek, 13 January 1992, p. 4. 
25Golden. The New York Times. 1 January 1992, p. 7. 
26Golden, The New York Times. 2 January 1992, p. A12. 
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opportunity to achieve peace and to develop. The University 
of El Salvador, as in the past, will play a fundamental role 
in educating the future professionals of El Salvador, those 
who are going to help develop the "Pulgarcito of America" so 
that they and future generations can enjoy the freedom that 
their ancestors could not. 
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